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The PREFACE. 


is now above twenty Years, ſince the 
following Sheets were firſt printed, They 
were intended as an Anſwer to ſome of 
the principal Parts of Mr. Woolſton's Six 
on the Miracles of our Saviour, &c. 
which were publiſhed in 1727 and 1728, and in 
which he treated thoſe Miracles after the moſt 
Iudicrous and outrageous Manner, without any 
| Regard tg, Truth, and even to the Appearance of 
it, either in his C:uticiſms, or his Reaſonings, or 
his Quotations. Such Writings Then alarmed all 
Good Chriſtians, and ſeveral Learned ones em- 
ployed their Pens to take off any ill Impreſſions, 
which (it was feared) his bold Attempts might 
make. on the Unlearned and Unſtable, At that 
time appeared in Print the Four Parts of this 
Treatiſe, The Miracles of Jeſus Vindicated; which 
have therefore more of a controverſial Turn in 
them, than may be Neceſſary or Pleaſing at pre- 
ſent to a Reader, who has never peruſed thoſe 
wild and extravagant Performances of Mr. Woolſton. 
However the Printer, now finding a Call for a 
fifth Impreſſion of them, has furniſh'd the Au- 
- thor with an Occaſion of reviewing them. In ſe- 
©, veral Paſſages what ſeem'd perſonal, and now-a- 
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days unſeaſonable, has been omitted; that the | 
Arguments and Proofs may be the better attended , 
to: And ſome few. additional Notes have been 
inſerted, which may help to give a farther Light 
and Strength to what. had been before advanced, 
If this Treatiſe. has already proved, or ſhall here- 
after prove, of Uſe to ſupport the Truth of Chriſ- 
tianity, the Author thinks his Labour to have 
been well beſtowed in the Service of that divine 
Being, to whoſe Honour and Glory his Life is 
dedicated, and his Studies ſhall ever be directed. 


St. Martin's, Weſtmin=- 
Ver, May 1, 1749. 
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Fe 7 ruth of Tefus' s Reſurre#ion from the Dead 2 
150 from the following Arguments; 


1 T is Abſolutely Impeſſble, that the Apoſtles ſhould we r been 
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Deceived in thi ge 
Ht is Morally Impoſſible, that they ſhould have intended to De 
ede . p-. 3 
Their ſuffering Death in Teſtimony of this Fact not liable to . 
Objections, P. 4 


Four Objeftions ggainſt the Literal account of Jeſus's Reſurrec- 


tion anſwer*d, P- 8 . 


Pp. 6, 
What is meant by after Three Days, ad by Three Days and 
Three Nights. 
Why he did not full diſcover himſelf to his Diſciples at firt of 
his Reſurrection. 
By what Steps he diſcover d himſelf to them. Bea. 
What 3 is meant by, he vaniſhed out of their fight. p. 4 


lders. p. 10 
The Seal of the Grave being broken open, when the Chief Prieſts 
were not Preſent, no Proof of a Fraud in the Cofe. Ws - 
A Concluſion "the w 
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The Power of Jeſus to drive the Buyers and Sellers out accounted © 


or. 2 

he was ſo Zealous againſt the Profanation of the T, - 4 5 
which was 71 to be deſtrey d. | p. 25 A 
AS cimen 0 . W“. Skill in Criticiſm, | 112 P- 27 3 
A Defence of the Literal Story of Jeſus's ſuffering the Devils to 

enter into the Herd of Swine, p. 28 
The Jewiſb Tombs were Cells cut in Rocks and Mountains. 


J s 

Thoſe Mountains not wholly without Food. . — 
The Gadarenes did not want Humanity tawards theſe Mad. men, 
| ibid. 
How there might have been a Herd of Swine in that Country, 

ſhewn. 3 p. 31 
Gadara inhabited partly by Fews partly by Heathens. ibid; 
The Fews, tho forbidden by Law to feed Swine, yet did 3 
ted them at Gadara for the uſe of the Heatbens. ibid. 
Jeſus did only not hinder the Devils from entering into the Swine, 


| | 32 
But if he had been Accęſſary, yet the Jewiſh Owners were 7700 


puniſbed. | | Pi. 33 
And Jeſus as a Prophet had Authority to puniſh them. ibid. 
Demoniacks and Mad-men were not the ſame. 1 2 
Evil e frequently poſſeſs d Men in thoſe days, as appears *by 
the Teſtimony f Joſephus, &c. , ibid. 
What is meant by Seruina, Devils or Demons. p. 36 
I Defence of the Literal Story of Jeſus's cauſing the Barren Fig- 
Tree to wither away. at 1 p. 39 
This happen d about three Days before the Paſſover. p. 40 


Several forts of Fruits and Corn us'd to be Ripe in Judza at the 
Paſſover, and the Harveſt began on the ſecond Day after it. 
| | | | 85 41. 

More particularly the Firſt Crop of Figs was Then Rips. = 42 

Theſe were the firſt-ripe Figs ſpoken of in the Old Teſtament, 
By the time of Figs is meant the time of Gathering them. 0 45 
The time of Gathering them was not till the ſecond Day after the 

Paſſover. + . | ibid. 

All Travellers had a Right to eat of the Corn or Fruit, that they 
met by the Way-fide. p. 46 
wp ight to ſmite this Fig-tree ſhawn. 47 

e ſmitting it was an Emblem of the Deſtruction of the Jeu 


ation. p- 48 
Miracles may be Deſtructive ones, and yet true Miracles. p. 49 
4 '-. Hg of the Literal Story of Jeſus's turning the Water into 
Wine. f "3" * 
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No appearance F any Int ance at it. ibid. 
bar, meant „ when Men have well drunk. p. 53 


' Jewiſh Marriages celebrated with Feaſting for ſeven Days. p. 54 


Great Numbers pre ent at this Feaſt. 5 p. 55 
What meant by TT and a Computation of what the fix 


Water-pots Held. 


| ibid. 
Jeſus's Reply to his Mother no Proof of Rudeneſs or Intempe- 


rance. ; p. 56, 57 
PART IV. 

True State of the Dueſtion between Mr. W. and his Oppiſers. 

| | | 60, 61 

A Defence of the Literal Story of Jeſus's healing the Infirm man 

at the Pool of Betheſda. p. 62 

Nenne i not a Pool, but Bath or Swimming: place. ibid. 

ortico's around it built for walking in the Shade. p. 63 

The Deſcent of the Angel into the Pool probably never happen d 

but at this Paſſover. p. 64 


By the deſcent of the Angel is meant only a Divine Virtue im- 
rted to the Pool. p. 66 

t the meaning of «*x «10. p. 67 
Reaſons, why All, who were at the Pool, were not healed. ibid. 
A Conjecture, why the Pool had that Virtue Then, and not be- 
fore or ſince. p. 68 
Our Tranſlation of St. John v. 5. vindicated. 5 p. 70 
Why the Virtue of this Pool is mention'd by no other Jewiſh 
riters. p. 71 
Reaſons, why Jeſus head this One man only at the Pool. p. 73 
Neither this Story, nor what is ſaid in Mark vi. 4. @ Proof 7 


Want of Power in Jeſus. ibi 
In what Senſe Jeſus healed all manner of Diſeaſes. ibid. 
The Man's Cure was ſupernatural, becauſe wrought in a Mo- 

ment. P- 74 
How far Imagination helps towards a Cure. p. 75 


Imagination contributed no help in This Cure. | . 
A Defence of the Literal Story of Jeſus's healing the Paralytick, 
who was let down thro” the Roof. p- 76 
The Fewiſh won. were low, with a Door out to the Top, which 
was Flat and fit for walking, &c. p 77 
There were Stairs to the Top of them, both on the Inſide and Out= 


de. ibid. 

e Bearers of the Paralytick might get up to the Roof by the 
Stairs on the Outſide. Pp. 78 
In what ſenſe they uncover'd the Roof, and let him down thro? 
the tiling. P- 79 


Capernaum not Jeſus's Country. p. 80 
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PART  & FIRST. 
CONTAINING 


The Prefs of JESU S's Reſurrection ſtated, and 
the Obje#ions to it anſwer'd. 


HE Reſurrection of Feſus bein a Point of ſo great 
UE E Af? Importance, that the whole W. 
TORS \ 4 


ght of Chriſtianity 
5 reſts upon it, it is very neceſſary that the Truth of 
tis Fact ſhould be made out Clearly, and for that 
Sat purpoſe the following Treatiſe is offer'd to the 
= who, if he comes to it with Attention and 
without Prejudice, may (it is hoped) be convinc'd of the Rea- 
lity of this front: Miracle, and be ſupply'd with a ſufficient An- 
ſwer to the ſeveral Objections lately rais'd againſt it, 
T HE Objections have been formed from the Hiſtory written 


by the four Evangeliſts, and therefore ſuppoſe that they wrote 


e Accounts, which we now have under their Names ; I have 
the ſame right to make the ſame ſuppoſal in Defence of Jeſus's 
Reſurrection, as is made in Oppoſition to it; and therefore ſhall 
forbear to prove what is allow'd in the Queſtion ; when That 
comes to be deny'd, it will receive a Satisfactory Anſwer ; but 
till then it muſt be taken for granted, that the Books of the New 


| Teſtament were written by thoſe whoſe Names they bear, and 


are handed down to us the ſame as they were written, | 
HAVING premis'd this; I proceed to the Proof of the Fact 

in view, the Reſurrection of Feſus ; which is now made matter of 

Diſpute (it ſeems) in a Chriſtian Country ; but ſince it is, Satis- 
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2 The MIRACLES of: * Part1. 
in Sincerity or not. The Books, which make this Enquiry ne- 
ceſſary, are too well known to need to be particularly named. 
In them the Evangeliſts and Apoſtles are ſometimes repreſented 
as Fools and Credulous' Men, ſometimes as Cheats and Impoſtors - 
J ſhall therefore conſider the Matter in both theſe Lights, not 
regarding upon whom One or Both of the' two Character ma 
fall, if it ſhould appear (as it will) that they don't in the lea 
belong to the Apoſtles: And for this purpoſe I muſt follow 
the old Diſtinction (till a better can be found) and ſay, that, if 
the Account given us by the Apoſtles be Falſe, it muſt have been, 
either becauſe they were Deceived Themſelves, or becauſe they 
knowingly Deceived Mankind, 1 


I. THAT they could not be Deceived Themſelves, in the 
Caſe before us, may be proved by the following Arguments. 

AFTER Teſus was riſen, and before he was aſcended, he 
1 elf _ (to his v er and * others) by many 

nfallible Proofs, being ſeen of them forty Days, and ſpeaking 0 
44. Thing Klee 1 4 Kingdom o 844. Ack .,. £4 

MORE particularly, the ſacred Writers make mention of ten 
or twelve different Appearances of Jen. and intimate that he was 
ſeen oſtner. He conversd with them, and gave Anſwers to 
their Queſtions ; he Eat and Drank with them, to ſhew that his 
Body was a Real one. Luke xxiv. 43. And when they ſuſ- 
pected, that what they ſaw might be a Spirit, he bad them handle 
him and fee ; for a Spirit (ad he) hath not Fleſh and Bones, as 
ye ſee me have. Luke xxiv. 39. 3 

AND beyond all this, he ſubmitted to ſuch a cloſe Examina- 
tion as his Scrupulous Apoſtle Thomas inſiſted upon ; for. he 
permitted him, in preſence of the reſt of the Apoſtles, to feel 
the Marks of the Wounds, which the Nails had cauſed in his 
Hands and Feet, and which the Spear had made in his Side. 

AND for a ſtill farther Conviction, for a Proof which ſhould 
paſs all Poſſibility of deceiving, he told them (before he aſcended 
up into Heaven), that they ſhould be endued with n 6g on 
high. Luke xxiv. 49. and be baptized with the Holy Ghoft not 
many days after. Acts i. 5. which, according to the Prediction, 
happen'd to them at the end of ten Days, when the Holy G50, 
fell upon them, and they all ſpake with other Tongues, as the 
Spirit gave them utterance. li. 4. 0 

IN the Certainty of this Event they could not poſſibly be miſ- 
taken; they felt within them the wonderful Gift, the Power of 
ſpeaking Languages till then Unknown to them. They had 
the ſame Evidence of their really having This, as they had of 
their being Alive. And is there any thing in Nature, which a 
Man can be ſurer of? Even thoſe, whoſe Scepticiſm has car- 
Tied them ſo far, as to aſſert, that we cannot be Certain of the 
| come of any Objects without us, muſt in this Caſe allow, 
'that the Apoſtles might be certain of what they felt by inard 
1 5 > Perception, 
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Part J. JESUS Vindicated. 3 
Perception, and had the ſame ſort of Knowledge of, as they had 
of their own Exiſtence. 
"ALLOWING then that they were ſure of This, it fol- 
lows that wy were Sure of Feſus's having been rais'd from 
the Dead, and of their having convers'd with him after his Re- 
ſurrection; for it was in one of their Converſations with him, 
* during that period of Time, that he promis'd them this Gift of 
«3 Tongues; and the fulfilling of the Promiſe was a full Proof of 
1 bis having been truly preſent with them, when he made it. 
80 that this Objection will not ſtand the Enquiry: But ſtill it 
is ſaid, that the Apoſtles and Evangeliſts were Cheats and Im- 


poſtors, and that they N Deceived Mankind in the Ac- 
counts which they have left in Writing. 


II. YET, as in the former Caſe it was proved (I think) to be 
1 Abſolutely Impoſſible that they ſhould be Deceived in this great 
: FaR, ſo in This Caſe it will appear to be Morally Impoſlible 
; that they ſhould be Deceivers. 
FOR ng Pe on at firſt twelve in Number, one of which Be- 
tray'd their Maſter, and was the cauſe of his Death ; another 
| Deny'd him thrice at his Trial, with Oaths and Curſes declar- 
„ing that he did not know him; and all of them ſhew'd ſo much 
4 want of Courage, ſuch an Abject Fear, as that they forſook him 
4 and fled for their own Safety : Is it then probable in the leaſt 
0 degree, that after ſuch Proofs of the Baſeneſs of ſome, and of 
0 the Weakneſs of all of them, they ſhould be fo far from being 
j Suſpicious of one another, nay ſhould fo far throw their whole 
; Welfare into each other's hands, as all to agree and unite in car- 
rying on a publick Impoſture ? Could they hope to be more Secure 
againſt being betray'd by each other than their Maſter was, who 
was the Centre of their Union, and for whoſe ſake they had aſ- 
ſociated together ? Could they be ſure that there was no Fudas 
ſtill left among them; or that Peter's Cowardiſe, or their own 
ſtrong Fears would not revive again upon ſome freſh Occaſion t᷑ 
In a word, is it not againſt all Reaſon and Experience, that a 
Confederacy among wicked Men, when once broken thro” 
22 and Cowardiſe, ſhould ever be renew'd among the 
ſame Perſons, and cemented again ? fo that in this view, if the 
had been Impoſtors, they muſt have been the Weakeſt of Men 


too; and That (we ow is no part of the Character of ſuch 
- as can carry on an Impoſture. 


— BESIDES it is to be conſidered, that no Motive can be aſ- 

ſigned for their Combining in ſuch a Falſhood : It is (I think) uni- 

verſally own'd, that neither Grandeur, nor Riches, nor Pleaſure, © 

were what the Apoſtles aimed at ; the marks of the Contrary 

are too plain to be denied: but yet there are ſome who think, 

that they may fairly aſcribe it to Vanity and the Love of being 
Singular; a Pafſion which, if they find to be ſtrong in Them- 

7 they may be led to * that it might have been as 

a 2 


ſtrong 


——— 4. nan b 
, d 


4 The MIRACLES 'f Pat]. 
ſtrong in the Apoſtles : But even that Vanity and that Singularity 


cannot be ſuppoſed to have a place Here, for this plain reaſon ; be- 


cauſe the Doctrine which they taught, they taught not as their 
Own, but as their Maſter's: they were only his Meſſengers ; 
and therefore, if it ſucceeded to their Heart's wiſh, they could 


expect no Reputation as the Inventors or firſt Diſcoverers of it, 


and they were too many in Number to affect to be Singular in 
this point: Here then is a Conſideration of great Weight in the 
Enquiry, for if the Objection be ſtrip'd of this ſuppos d Motive, 
it will be Morally Impoſſible to aſſign any other. 

BU T above all things, it muſt be inſiſted upon as a Proof of 
their Sincerity, that the whole Number of the Apoſtles unani- 
mouſly aſſerted this Fact of Feſus's Reſurrection, and of their 
having ſeen him in all the Circumſtances before related. This 
they did All of them, if Hiſtory may be believed, in ſpite of 
every Oppoſition and Perſecution, even with their Dying breath, 
and when expiring under the Crueleſt Tortures. 

" THIS is naturally as ſtrong a Proof as a Fact is capable of; 
for Death is the utmoſt Trial, the ſureſt Teſt which human 
Nature can be expos'd to. | | 

AND it is no Abatement to the force of this Proof to ſay, 
(a) «© that many Cheats and Criminals have aſſerted their Innocence 
and denied their Guilt in the utmoſt extremity of Death; 
for the two Caſes are ſo far from being Parallel, that they are 
exactly Contrary ; ſuch Cheats and Criminals being tempted to 
this Denial of their Guilt by the hope of Saving their Lives ; 
whereas in the Apoſtles caſe the Only hope, that they could have, 
of Saving their Lives was by owning the Falſhood (if it was 
one), and acknowledging themſelves to be Guilty, which is juſt 
the Reverſe of what they did. | 


NOR can the abovementioned Proof be weaken'd by ſaying, 


that there are Inſtances of Men, who have died for Errors aas 


well as for Truths, and have given up their Lives in a Stub- 
born defence of Points, which others ſo heartily Abhorr'd, that 
thay died rather than Receive them. | 

OR tho' all this be True, yet of what is it True? of Opi- 
nions and Doctrines only, in which Men may be fully perſuaded 
in Contrary ways: but the Teſtimony of the Apoſtles concern- 
ing Chriſt's Reſurrection is a Teſtimony concerning a Fact, 
whereof they declared themſelves Eye - witneſſes; and let any 


Unbeliever produce one Inſtance (in all the Records of Time) 


of a ſingle Man, much more of Twelve Sober and Serious Men, 
all chearfully 5 the moſt violent Deaths rather than 
Recant what they Knew to be a direct Falſhood. The Author 
of the S.. 4 on the Miracles of eur Saviour, Part I. pag. 11- 
quotes St. Auſtin as telling us, that ſuch Works as Jeſus did might 


3s be imputed to, and ected by Magick Art; but this Author muſt 


— 


"i Mc eee ente Ge Fe rp 7, 


4 e © 
- = DOS | 1 2 


* 
7 
Aj 
x 
**. 
31 


Part 1. JESUS Vindicated. 5 


{I think) have known, that St. Auſtin ſays no ſuch thing, and 
that we . not doubt about This, he has plac'd that Father's 
Words at the bottom of his Page, (%) from whence it appears, 
that St. Auſtin ſays not one word of the poflibility of their being 
2 by Magick Art: But only, that there were ſome Men of 
uch an odd turn, as to aſcribe them, tho' well atteſted, to the 


Power of Magick. Here now is an Atteſtation of a Fact, made 


by Mr. V. when he probably knew it to be Falſe ; but would he 
perſiſt in This, if a Rope were about his Neck, and he going 
to ſuffer for This Falſhood ? eſpecially, if to Recant, would ſave 
his Life, and his Refuſal would certainly put his Sentence in Exe- 
cution ? I don't ſpeak this as my With, but for Argument's 
ſake only. And we may truſt Him to anſwer the Que ion, and 
be Sure that the Reply would be, What ? do you take me for a 
Madman ?— And do You take the Apoſtles for Madmen ? 
Their Writings ſurely ſhew it leſs than His; and therefore we 
may conclude that Human Courage, or Obſtinacy (let them call 
it which they pleaſe), cannot go ſo far: at leaſt, we are ſure, 
that the Reſurrection has nothing near ſo Incredible in it, as this 
Suppoſition has which ſome have made againſt the Belief of it. 
PON the whole it may be ſaid, that there is no Fact in Na- 
ture, that can be ſo well proved and ſupported as This is ; for 
to ſuppoſe the Apoſtles to have been Deceived, is to ſuppoſe a 
thing Abſolutely Impoſſible; and to affirm that they were De- 
ceivers, is to affirm a thing which is Morally impoſſible, i. e. 
Improbable in the higheſt Degree. 
THUS TI have laid before the Reader a direct Proof of this 


Fact, the Reſurrection of Jeſus; and if a thing be once prov'd 


in this way, Objections drawn from the Circumſtances and Ex- 
preſſions of the Hiſtory have very little weight againſt it; becauſe 
the Ignorance or Inattention of Men may be the foundation of 
theſe Objections, and plain Proofs are too ſtubborn to give way 
to ſuch httle Oppoſttions as theſe are. 

HOWEVER ſince Objections have been rais'd againſt the 


Reality of our Saviour's Reſurrection, and they ſeem to deſerve 


an anſwer, becauſe they are drawn from the Circumſtances of 
the Story as related by the Evangeliſts, I ſhall endeayour to give 
a full anſwer to each of them. 


ALL that has been offer'd on this head, may be reduc'd to 
theſe four Objections: 

THAT 7eſus did not riſe at the time he had foretold. 

THAT ſome of his Diſciples did not Know him when he 


appear'd to them, or they Knew him by ſuch Signs as could be 
no Sure Marks of its —. Him. if 


(6b) Etfi atteflabantur Miracula, non defuifſent ( ficut & nunc muſſi- 
tant) = Magice potentiæ cuncta illa tribuerent. Contr. Fauſt. L. 1 2. c. 
Tho" the Miracles were atteſted, there would not be wanting Men, ww 
would aſcribe them all to the Power of Magick, as ſome even now-a-days 


pretend to do. | 
B 3 THAT 
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THAT he did not perſonally appear to the Chief Prieſts and 
Elders after his Reſurrection, as (they ſuppoſe) he ought to have 
done for their Conviction. And laſtly, x 

THAT the Stone at the mouth of the Grave being Seal'd, 
and the Seal being broken open, when the Sealers were not pre- 
ſent, here is room to ſuſpect a Fraud and Impoſture. 

EACH of theſe ſhall be confider'd in its order. | 

1 F. FIRST it. is ſaid, that Jus did not riſe at the time 
which he had foretold ; it was not (ſay they) on the Third day, 
for that would have been on Monday, not upon Sunday or the 
225 day of the week : much leſs was it after three days, as one 

vangeliſt expreſſes it; and leaſt of all is it True (as ns re- 
tend) that he was in the heart of the Earth three Days a þ aa 
Nights, which Yet he declar'd he wou'd be, as another Evange- 


liſt reports it. 

BUT in anſwer to all this it may be prov'd (as it often has 
been), that all theſe Expreſſions, which are ſo many Jewiſb ways 
of ſpeaking, are exactly agreeable with the Event, when they are 
as; explain d. 

F OR doing which it muſt be obſerv'd, that the Fews counted 
their Days (I mean their Natural Days, or Days of 24 hours) 
very differently from what We do; for We reckon them from 
12 o'Clock at Night to 12 the next Night ; but They reckon'd 
from one Sunſet, to the next Sunſet, and all the time between 
them They called a Day, juſt as Moſes did when he ſaid, the 
Evening and the Morning were the firſt day, Gen. i. v. and from 
Even unto Even ſhall ye celebrate your Sabbath, Lev. xxiii. 32. 
See alle As xxvii. 27. compared with ver. 33. And the Greeks 
ſeem anciently to have done the ſame thing ; for with them a 
Day and Night was called He, in which compounded 
word the N:zht is named before the Day. | 

ANOTHER thing to be obſerv'd on this head is, that they 
reckon'd (as indeed all Nations do) any Part of a Day of 2 
Hours for a whole Day: to this purpoſe an eminent Jewiſh 
Writer (Aben-Ezra on Levit. xii. 3.) ſpeaking of the Law for 
circumciſing an Infant on the 8th Day, ſays, that if the Infant 
| was born but one hour before the firſt Day was ended, it was 
counted for one Whole Day : And fo for the ſame reaſon, the 
Part of the Day that was paſs'd, when it was circumcis'd, was 
reckon'd a Whole Day, if it was only one hour, that was paſs'd, 
of the Evening with which that Day begun. Reckoning then 
that the firſt Day began on our Thurſday at Sunſet, and ended 
upon Friday at Sunſet ; and (becauſe our Lord died about three 
in the afternoon of That Day) reckoning that part of a Day 
for a whole Day, by this means we have one Day ; and Satur- 
day is on all hands allowed to be another Day; and as the third 
Day began on Saturday at Sunſet, and our Saviour roſe on the 
morning following, that Part of a Day is fairly computed for 
the third Day, and thus the Prediction was fully . 
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1 T is no wonder indeed, that the Goſpel ſhould be contra- 
| dicted by ſuch Cavillers as theſe; but there is one, who might 

have expected better Quarter from them, and that. is Porphyry, 
as great an Enemy to Chriſtianity as the Heart of an Unbeliever 
could wiſh ; and yet this Objection of Theirs, againſt Sunday's 
being the third Day, contradicts their Favourite orphyry, who 
in his Treatiſe call'd de Homericis only ſays, O Anyuons 
ij ute Fnidnuioces, Y © Teirns Full SFtdv, Th Teiry Wmduuavr 
Ye Tal. tairu N 7 whalw Glu tTiacow. He that is at 
home in the Evening, and goes abroad on the Morning of the Third 
Day, is ſaid to be from home on the Third Day; tho" there be 
only One Day compleat, which is the Middle one (c). But we 
want neither Porphyry, nor any other Author to prove the Pro- 
priety of this i ; for it is a way r which We 
and all other Nations of the World uſe: What I have ſaid on 
this head, was chiefly to lead the way to what follows. 
IHE Expreſſion on the third Day is about ten ſeveral times 
us'd in the New Teſtament on this occaſion, and therefore muſt 
ſerve for explaining the other Phraſes but once or twice at moſt 
made uſe of: ſuch is that of Chri/?'s riſing after three Days; 
Mark viii. 31. the meaning of which Expreffion is fairly ſhewn by 
what we read in 2 Chron. x. 5. where Rehoboam ſays to the 
People, Come again unto me after three Days, and yet ver. 12. 
we read that the People came to Rehoboam on the third Day, as 
the King commanded, ſaying, Come again to me on the third Day : 
2 plain Inſtance, you ſee, that both the Phraſes mean the ſame 
thin X | 

4509 the Expreſſion of our Saviour's being three Days and 
three Nights in the heart of the Earth, Matt. xii, 40. from the 
foregoing Obſervations the Account of that is very Eaſy ; for 
the Jews (like Us) had no One word by which to expreſs a 
Day of twenty four Hours, or a vu EE,; as the Greeks called 
it, 2. e. a Day-night as We might call it. They ſometimes ſtyled 
it a Day, as We do, but at other times a Day and a Night. So 
that we are to underſtand by the Expreſſion of three Days and 
three Nights no more than that Jeſus was to be in the Grave 
three Days (as We ſhould expreſs it), reckoning incluſively the 
firſt and the laſt for two Days, and counting the pieces of Days 
for Whole ones. And of this way of f. king there is a re- 
markable Inſtance in the Book of Ether ; for tho in chap. iv. 16. 
ſhe declares that ſhe would fa/? with her People the Fews three 
Days Night and Day : yet we find her in chap: v. 1, 4. upon the 


le) Queſt, 14. Edit. Argento. | | | 

(a4) So in Ciceron. Tuſc. Diſp. i. 47. we read, Apollo ſe id daturum 

eſtendit poſt ej us diei diem tertium ; qui ut illuxit, mortui ſunt reperti : 
and fo le, uſes the Phraſes & {71 ve and J bre as ſy- 

nonymous, which may be ſeen by comparing p. 643, and p. 986 of 

Hudſon's Edition. at e 3 | 
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third Day at a Banquet with the King and Haman her Ad- 


verſar x. 1 57 
"NOTWITHSTANDING thereſre thisObjefion 
appears that Teſus roſe from the Grave at the time foretold by him. 

2 f. THE next ObjeRion is, that his Diſciples did not al- 
ways Know him, when he appeared to them: or they Knew him 
by ſuch Signs, as could not be Sure Marks of its being Him. 

FOR the obviating of which it may be obſerved, that, tho? 
our Lord -more than once in his Life-time told them, that he 
ſhould be put to Death, and ſhould riſe again on the third Day, 
yet they then underſtood not theſe things: Their hopes of a Tem- 
poral Deliverer were ſo ſtrong, and they had built ſo much up- 


on this falſe Notion, that, when they ſaw him Crucify'd, they 


immediately loſt all Heart and all tion of ever wr. 
him again: and in this Conſternation, under this Deſpair. © 
Mind, if he had appear'd to them at once, in ſuch a manner as 
to put his Reſurrection out of all Doubt, it is Probable that their 
Joy would have been too Exceſſive and 'Tumultuous for them 
to bear: He ſeems therefore to have choſen rather to diſcover 
himſelf to them by Degrees. tent: ts 
THE firſt Step towards any Notice of this Miraculous Fact 
was, that the Grave was found open, and the Body gone. 
NEXT they received an Account of his being riſen from two 
Perſons, who had the Shape of Young men, but had at the ſame 
time the appearance of a Brightneſs like that of Lightning in 
their Countenances, which gave reaſon to thoſe who ſaw them, 
to ſu that they were not Men, but Angelis | 
AFTER this T4 appeared to ſome of his Followers, but 
it being not yet Day- light (Matt. xxviii. 1.) they miſtook him 
for the Gardiner of the Place in which the Grave was, till up- 
on looking more narrowly. at him, they ſaw him to be their Ma- 
ſer ; but he 1 withdrew himſelf, leaving them little more 
than a Glimpſe or bare View of his Perſon, as not deſigning 
yet fully to convince them of the Reality of his Reſurrection. 
AT another time he appeared to Two of the Diſciples, as they 
were on their Journey to Emmaus ; but it was (as the Evange- 
lift fays) in another Form, Mark xvi.12. i. e. another than what 
they had been uſed to ſee him in, probably in the Dreſs of a Tra- 
veller, 4 it is ſaid that he went into the Country with them. 
This Cirumſtance, therefore, together with the Dusk of the 
Evening (at which time it happened), and the Deſpair they were 
in of ever ſeeing him again, might contribute towards what is 
faid of theſe two Diſciples, that their Eyes were holden, that they 
ſhould not know him, or rather (as it may be rendered), /o as they 
did not know him, Luke *xiv. 16. till upon entring with him in- 
to an houſe, and fitting down with him to Supper, their Eyes were 
open d and they knew him. ib. 3x. which diſcovery the bringing 
in of Lights for their Meal may probably have occaſion'd ; at 
Jeaſt this is a better account of the matter than the * 
BI | poſition, 
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poſitions which Mr. . has advanced, as if Feſus was then diſ- 
cover'd by an habitual Motion and Action is hand in breaking 
of bread. At this time tho he gabe to oſe Diſciples a farther 

oof of his being riſen, yet there were only Two preſent, and 
be choſe to ſtay a very little time with them aſter he was known 
to them; for it is ſaid that he "us. ory vaniſhed out of their 
* Sight, or rather (as it is in the Margin of our Bibles) he ceaſed to 
Be ſeen of them: by which no more need be meant than that he 
4 wh their Company and went away, without doing any thing 
more than is naturally in the Power of Bodies to do; juſt as the 
word diſappear (an Equivalent one) is us d by Milton, Book VI. 414. 


Satan with his Rebellious diſappear'd, 
Far in the Dark diſlodg'd. | 


Where it is not meant, that he made himſelf Inviſible, but that 
he withdrew out of ſight. | 
IN all theſe Appearances of our Saviour to his Diſciples, there 
is no Chriſtian who pretends that he gave them a Full and Satiſ- 
factory Proof of his Reſurrection: They were but fo any 
Steps to lead them on; they were 28 the Degrees by whic 
he choſe to prepare them for a farther Diſcovery, and are there - 


fore (I think) a good Reaſon why more than once the Diſciples 
were not aware of his being their Maſter. 


AND when, after all this, at another Appearance of his they 
ſuppoſed, that they had feen a Spirit, ib. ver. 37. he went a greater 
ngth towards convincing them, by ſewing them his Hands, 
and his Feet, and his Side; and appealing to them, whether a 
Spirit had Flaſb and Bones, as they ſaw him have. | 
THE laſt Satisfaction, which he gave them in this particular, 
and which (as the Story relates) put an entire end to All Doubt 
among them, was his allowing the Apoſtle Thomas not only to 
fee, but to handle him, and fee! the marks in his Side, his Hands, 
and his Feet, which the Nails and the Spear had made, when he 
was on the Croſs: Upon This they were all fully convinced; and 
every time afterwards, when they ſaw Him, made no 
Scruple to own and receive him as Jeſus riſen from the Dead. 
IF it can be made (e) clearly appear, that, after this ample 
Diſcovery, any of his Apoſtles did not know him, when he was 
te) It may be thought, that This does appear from what St. Mar- 
thew ſays in chap. xxvui. 17. And when they ſaw him, they worſpipped 
Bin: but ſome doubted. But I think, that ſuch a Concluſion ſhould 
not be made from this Paſſage: For thoſe eleven Diſciples, when 
= they firſt ſaw Jeſus on that Mountain in Galilee, where he had ap- 
Pointed them to be, ſaw him at a Diſtance, and probably jit was at 
no ſmall Diſtance ; it being ſaid in the next Verſe, that (after they had 
ſeen him) he came and ſpake wnto them. Thoſe therefore among the 
| eleven Diſciples who doubted, did ſo, moſt probably, only becauſe 
the Diſtance, at which they ſaw him, did not exhibit him clearly 
enough to their Sight, * 
ve: | Preſent 
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Preſent with them, there will be ſome weight in the Obj, Qion 
but at preſent every Inſtance, that has been given of ſack Beha: 


viour in them towards their Maſter, is taken from thoſe Ap- 


pearances of his which were prior to the above-mention'd one, 
when Thomas (the Jaſt of the Apoſtles who ſtood out) received 
ſuch ſtrong Conviction. — e e e 
AND is it fair Dealing to paſs over thoſe Later appearances, 
in which the Apoſtles declare that they had full evidence, and to 
object his Former Imperfe& appearances as not SatisfaQtory ? 
Why, the Apoſtles acknowledge that at Firſt they believ'd not; 
but the fame Writers ſay that they believed Afterwards, and give 
us their Reaſons for it: and ſhall the One Story of the Apoſtles 

be credited, and the Other not ? | 2 
I can ſee no Reaſon why theſe Objectors ſhould like their 


Teſtimony in the Firſt caſe better than that in the Laſt, except 


it be that they were then Unbelievers ; That perhaps They may 
Jook on as Merit, and reckon that the leſs Faith they had, they 
deſerv'd the more Credit. But is it not ſtrange, that in ſuch a 
Caſe a man's Evidence ſhould be turn'd againſt himſelf? * 
I met an old Acquaintance t'other day in We/tminfter-Hall, 
whom I did not know at firſt ; I was talking with him for ſome 


time, till at laſt recollecting myſelf I called him by bis name, 


and we immediately knew each other, and fell to diſcourſing 
upon: ſeveral wings that had formerly paſſed between us, an 
upon the Circumſtances and Welfare of ſeveral of our Common 


Friends. Shall any one tell me now, that this man was nt 


the old Acquaintance that I took him to be, and uſe for his 
Argument, That I did not know him at Firſt? What's that to 
the purpoſe ? I knew him before we parted, and knew him by 
ſuch Sure Marks, as I could not be Deceived in. There are few 
men of ſo cool Tempers as not to be provok'd at ſuch an Arguer 
as This; and what He might call a Concluſion of his Own 


Reaſon, They would look upon as an Affront to 'T heirs, But 


I have done with this Objection, and proceed to 
3 F. THE Third which I mentioned to have been made 
inſt the Truth of Jeſus's Reſurrection, and which was, that 
He did not perſonally appear to the Chief Prieſts and Elders, as 
ſome ſay he ought to have done for their Confutation. 32 
BUT if I ſhew that This was not only net neceſſary to be done, 
but that there are good Reaſons aſſignable why it ſhould not have 
been done, a ſufficient Anſwer will be given to this Obje&tion. . 
IT was not neceſſary to be done, becauſe the Chief Prieſts and 
Rulers had ſeen enough to convince them fully that Feſus came 
from God, if they had not been blinded with the moſt obſtinate 
Prejudices: They had been Eye-Witneſſes to many of his Mi- 
es, and had but very lately (at his Death) ſeen the Veil of 
the Temple rent in twain, and Darkneſs over the whole Land : 
This would have been a full Proof to Them, if they had not 
been reſolutely bent againſt admitting-any. IL 


Part f. 


L am n * bs + 2 « ps % aa SS 
4 3 s 8 3 ens AA ES. e 3 1 
AD. Lat , e 5 "a" 1 - ER — «> , * ud. ; 6 Wa. + 0 
3 83 Mx. & + -, lus F . Uſe r T 
N 4 A 1 — a — g a 


2 8 . 8 aw; POV 2 8 : 18 * 4 " 2. 4 N 2 
> mob wr fg YM n eeereee 0 yaAPULbaeoNCcnudA i .,c.occ Tz 


BUT {| 


aa. ww @S Hats ac i.jcvca oat 


Part J. ES US Vindicated. 11 


BU T ſuppoſing that Chri/? had appear d to them, and that 
they had believed upon ſeeing him alive after his Reſurrection, 
what would have been the Conſequence? Why, all the Proof of 


this Fact, which they could have given to others, would have 
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been their Teſtimony only; and Teſtimony We have Now for 
it, That of the Apoſtles, Twelve in number, who ſaid that they 
All ſaw him, and not only ſaid this, but wrought Miracles, and 
laid down their Lives in Atteſtation to the Truth of their Report. 
And could the Chief Prieſts and Elders (if they had been convin- 
3 cod) have done more than This for the convincing of Others? 
4 ET us farther ſuppoſe, (/) that Their being convinced 
would have carried ſuch Weight along with it, that not only all 
the Priefts and Rulers, but the Body of the Few People 
would have been converted upon Their Teſtimony : And let us 
ſuppoſe, that upon this the Apoſtles or any other Jetos had ſet 
cout for foreign Countries, preaching the great Doctrine of Jeers 

y Reſurrection, inſiſting upon This Proof of it, that not only They 
© themſelves, but the Chief Prieſts and Elders had ſeen him, and 

that the whole Nation was fully perſuaded of the Truth of it; 
and producing Certificates to that purpoſe under the Hands and 
Seals of the great Council or Sanhedrim. If This had been the 
Caſe, can we think, that thoſe, who now make Objections to the 


+ Teſtimony of the Apoſtles, would not have made much Greater 


F ati ed en. er ted ns 


and Stronger Objections to the united Teſtimony of the Nation? 
Would not they have found more room to ſuſpe& an Impoſture, 
than they can Now? Would not they have called it a State 
Trick, a Political Craft, a National Contrivance of the Fews, 
to patch up their Credit after they had ſo long talk'd of their 
= Meſſiah that was to come? Would not that have been objected 
2 (which Now cannot), that a Fraud might eaſily have been car- 


'7 ried on under the Shelter of the Fewiſh Magiſtracy? If all the 


CEP 
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Power of Authority in Religion had been on the ſide of this Fact, 
might it not be ſuſpected that ſuch, as were Curious and Inqui- 
- tive to examine things to the Bottom, were intimidated and 
2 diſcourag'd from the Attempt? Would not ſuch a general Union 
in Beliet have paſſed with theſe Objectors for a General Conſpi- 
+» racy? And would not they have cry'd down the Fact, becauſe 
it had This Circumſtance attending it, much more juſtly than 
they now cry it down, becauſe it wanted it? | 

= PROVIDENCE takes its own Meaſures ; we are not to 
preſcribe to it which way was beſt or wiſeſt : whatever method it 


(f) See this Argument very largely and very clearly handled in two 
Pdoaunr publih'g fence 1 Fl E dition of ehis Treatiſe; the one 
entitled, An Impartial Examination and full Confutation of the Ar- 

ument brought by Mr. 's Rabbi, &c. The other, An Enquiry into 
the Force of the Objection againſt the Reſurrection of Chriſt, from 
the Circumſtance of his not appearing openly to the Rulers and Peo- 
ple of the Fews, &c. | 
" | ſhould 
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vil, a _ Field to ſow the Tares of Doubts and Difficulties 


in. But will a Rational Man admit that for an Objection, which 


is liable to more and greater Objections? Fy upon ſuch Free- k 
thinking! which marrs inſtead of mending, and like the new Piece 


put into an Old Garment, makes the Rent worſe. Mat. ix. 16. 


SO that all things conſider'd, it was ſo far from being Neceſ- 4 
fary, that Chriff ſhould have appear'd upon his Reſurrection to 


the Chief Prieſts and Rulers of the Jetot, as has been ſuggeſted ; 


that (according to all the ways of Thinking which theſe Cavil- 
lers are us'd to) he ought nat to have appear'd to them. And 
God muſt be allow'd to have taken a more Unexceptionable 


Method in making this Fa& evident to a Few Men only, and 
thoſe of no Figure, Character or Reputation in Life, except (as 
the Event ſhew d) for. their Courage and Sincerity. | 

4 $. THE laſt Objection which I mentioned runs thus: The 
Stone at the Mouth of the Grave being Sealed by the Chief 
Prieſts, and the Seal being broken open, when they were not 
Preſent, here (ſay ſome) is room to ſuſpect a Fraud and Im- 


poſture. ; 
"BU T to make this Objection of any Weight, they muſt ſup- 
poſe, that the Apoſtles, who were the choſen Witneſſes of the 
Reſurrection, as well as the Chief Prieſts, who were the De- 
niers of it, were concerned in the Sealing; and that both Parties 
conſented to this method as a Sure way to diſcover, whether 
Feſus would riſe or not; and that both likewiſe had engag d to be 


at the Opening of the Grave on ſome Day and Hour appointed. 


BUI all this Suppoſal is not only without foundation, but | 


is directly contrary to the Hiſtory ; for the Apoſtles all fled for 
their Lives when their Maſter was Crucified ; and when the 


met afterwards, they did it with the Doors ſhut for fear of the 4 
1 Nay, ſo far were they from agreeing with the Chief 


rieſts upon This or any other Teſt of his Riſing again, that we 
are told in Scripture, that they did not expect him to riſe again, 
and that for ſeveral days after his Reſurrection they were ſow 
of heart to believe it. And could This Sealing then be a Cove- 
nant enter'd into by the Apoſtles? Or could their Conſent be 
reaſonably preſum d to any Teſt of a Fact which they never ex- 
pected to happen ? | 
BESIDES, what Right had the Chief Prieſts to preſcribe any 
Method for the Divine Power to act in? They Sealed the Grave, 


*tis true; but the "Treaſure in it was none of Theirs: it was 
God's, and might not he open the Door of it, and take out his 


Own when ever he pleas'd? Where then is the Mark of Fraud, 


when God, the only Proprietor, was preſent at the opening of ; 


it? There may be Cavil in this, but there is no Argument, till 


it be made out, that a Fact fully prov'd to Some Men is Falſe, | 
becauſe = 
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ſhould have pleas'd Heaven to take, it would not have fail'd to pe, 
put its Deſigns in Execution; but in the View wherein I have 
4 20 things above, there would have been ample Scope for 1 


Sn. 
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becauſe other men have not received all the Proof which they 
deſire. But 2 this way of reaſoning, it ſeems to be 
out of the Power of God himſelf to make any Fact appear to 
be True; becauſe while he leaves men in poſſeſſion of Free- will, 
they py (under the Colour of F — make Objec- 
tions, and inſiſt upon unreaſonable terms of Satisfaction: but theſe 
don't influence the nature of Facts, and therefore without any 
regard to the Seal or the Sealers, we muſt aſſert, yr A. > did. 
truly Riſe from the Dead on the third Day according to the Scriptures. 
I have now gone thro” every part of what was at firſt pro- 
pos'd, having ſhew'd by direct Proof that Feſus did riſe, and 
— anſwer'd the ſeveral Objections againſt this Fact, which 
ſome bave drawn from the Writings of the Evangeliſts. 
” THE Evidence then of this Great and Miraculous Action lies 
fairly before the Reader. I have plac'd it in the Cleareſt Light 
that I could, and have brought the Proofs of it into a Shorter 
Compass than Uſual: Both theſe are great Helps to any Sin- 
cere, Unprejudiced man, who would ſee the Reaſon of a Chriſ- 
q tian's Faith and Hope: It appears Abſolutely Impoſſible (accord - 
ing to the Scripture Story), that the Apoſtles ſhould have been 
Deceiv'd in this Point of Feſus's Reſurrection; which is no leſs 
than a Demonſtration in their Favour : and it appears to have 
been Morally Impoſſible that they ſhould have wilfully Deceived 


'F 
d. 


Mankind in this Particular: the Circumſtances of their Caſe will 
' not admit of ſuch a Suppoſition, and the whole Weight of Im- 
probability lies againſt it, which is the ſtrongeſt Proof that ſuch 
© a Diſtant Fact is capable of. 

AND will a Wiſe man think a few Cavils ſufficient to deter- 


* 


mine the Point againſt ſuch Evidence? When the Proofs are ſo 


much Stronger on the one ſide than the Objections on the Other, 
are there not greater Difficulties to be met with in Disbelieving 


than in Believing? 


HERE then a Rational Man will take his Stand, and being 


4 once convinced that Feſus did truly riſe from the Dead, from 


hence he will ſet out in his Enquiries, and taking this Clue 
along with him will eaſily ſee what Judgment is to be made of 
ſome other Particulars in the Goſpel, againſt which Exceptions 
have been taken: With this Evidence in his hand, he will eaſily 
admit all the Miracles wrought by Feſus, when Alive, to have 
been True and Real ones: For the Divine Power (we may be 
* ſure) would never have exerted itſelf in his favour to Raiſe him 
again, if during his Abode on Earth he had counterfeited Mira- 
dles and impoſed on a Credulous Multitude: And if he wrought 


4 Undoubted Miracles, will not this Concluſion neceſſarily follow, 


That he came from God, teaching the Divine Will, becauſe he 
made uſe of his Miracles as ſo many Proofs of his having 2 


Commiſſion from Heaven? 


AAN the ſame muſt be ſaid of the Application of the Prophe- 
cies of the Old Teſtament, which Feſus and his Apoſtles declar'd 
1 to 


14 The MIRACLES of Part I. 


to have been fulfill'd in Him: For however ſome of them may 
r to Us, at this diſtance of time, not to be expreſly deter- 
min'd and tied down to His Perſon, yet no Senſe of them can 
be clearer than what is given them by one who wrought un- 
doubted Miracles, and thereby prov'd himſelf to come. from that 
God, who ſpake by the Prophets ; and therefore Feſus's Explica- 
tion of them is no other than God's Own; and can we deſire a 
better Interpretation ? | HS 
IN all Enquiries the wing way to come at Truth is to ſet out 
right at firſt. There is no Propoſition in Euclid or Newton, tho? 
never ſo ſtrictly Demonſtrable, but will loſe all its Force of 
Conviction, if a man begins at the wrong end, disjoints the ſe- 
veral parts of the Proof, or places them in a wrong and unna- 
tural Order. It is the ſame thing in Chriſtianity ; if a man ſin- 
les out a Miracle or a Prophecy, and having expos'd, as Art- 
ully as he can, the Literal Story of either, if from thence he 
forms an Argument, that Theſe don't prove Feſus to have come 
from God or to have been the Meſſiah; he may to weak Un- 
derſtandings ſeem to ſay ſomething Material, and may triumph 
(if he pleaſes) in the Quaintneſs of his Objections: For, no 
doubt, every Miracle of Chriſt Singly conſider'd does not Infal- 
libly prove his Divine Miffion, nor does every Prophecy Singly 
conſider'd point him out for the true Meſſiah. Exceptions may 
be drawn from the Circumſtances of ſome of them by men dif- 
d to cavil, and they may fay that at beſt (when taken in this 
parate view) they can only make us Wonder, not Believe. 
BUT all this while Truth is Truth, and would appear ſo, if 
the Proofs were purſued in their Natural Order : Do but begin 
aright and follow the Chain of things; and you have Demon- 


| ſtration : whereas, if you Start wrong, or loſe the Track, then 


Doubts and Difficulties meet you at every Turning, and you 
will ſoon have a Stock of them to ſet up with, as a Modern 
Free-thinker in the bad Senſe of the Word. 
THIS Queſtion may fairly be asked, If we give up Chriſtia- 
nity, what Religion will they give us in the Room of it? Chriſ- 
tianity is ſurely worth —_— and a Man would not part 
with it except to Advantage. Why, the Golden Religion of Na- 
ture (g) is offer'd us in exchange: but as all is not Gold that 
gliſters, it has been prov'd a thouſand times, that Natural Reli- 
gion is not ſufficient * all our Wants, that it had one great Defect 
at leaſt, which the Goſpel remedies by promiſing Pardon and 
Forgiveneſs of Sins. But are = in earneſt when they talk of 
ſetting up Morality for the Standard? If they were, one would 
think, that they ſhould practiſe it in their Writings, while they 
recommend it, and the Example ſhould go along with the Doc- 
trine. But is not the Contrary viſible in the Works of moſt of 
them? I will inſtance only in the Author of the Diſcourſes on the 


—— 


(g) Woolſton's Diſc. 6. pag. 28. 
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was ſoon to be deſtroy 
a quite different meaning, and run thus; Nec enim illum tanto- 
pere commovebat Templum illud mercimonus Boum, Ovium, 
Hlircorum & Columbarum profanatum-: Sed oftendere voluit Ava- 
* ritiam & Quæſtum fore capitalem Peſtem Eccleſia ſue, quam 
* Templum illud, cujus Religio mox erat abolenda, 8 7 
* was not 1 much mou d at the Profanation of the 
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Miracles of our Saviour : one Specimen of his Diſingenuity in 
Quotations I have given before in Page 5, which I hope will be 
referr*d to upon this occaſion. To this I add, that in Diſcourſe I. 
Page 25, he ſays, that St. Hilary is plain, that there was no ſuch 

arket kept in the Temple of Feruſalem, i. e. for buying and 


3 ſelling Sheep, Oxen, and Doves: and for this purpoſe he quotes 
* theſe words of that Father, Non habebant Judæi quod venire 


poſfent, neque erat quod emere quis paſſe : Whereas this is but a 
part of a Sentence, the whole runs thus: Sed neque emere Tudzos 
in Synagoga, neque vendere Spiritum Sanctum exiſtimandum oft ; 


non enim habebant ut vendere poſſent, neque erat quod quis emere 


offet : We muſt not think that the Fews were able to buy and 


Y 7 1 the Holy hoſt in the Synagogue ; for they had it not to fell, 
nor was there any one to buy it. Here he deceives his Reader, 


concealing from him that the buying and ſelling mention'd by 


St. Hilary was that of the Holy Ghoſt, not of _ and Oxen, 
and the Place ſpoken of was not the Temple but t 


Synagogue. 
Is this manner of quoting conſiſtent with Morality ? | 8 
AGAIN, he makes Eraſmus ſay, that Feſus could not be 
zealous againſt the A er of that Temple of the Fetus, which 
„Page 30. But the words of Eraſmus have 


eſus 
Temple by the 


merchandiſe of Oxen, Sheep, Goats and Doves ; but he meant to 


= ſew, that Avarice and Luxury would be * Calamity to his 
*# Church, which was figur'd out by that i, 
woas ſoon after to be aboliſhed. The Author above-mention'd 
makes Eraſmus aſſign the Temple's being ſoon to be deſtroy'd, 


emple whoſe Worſhip 


as a Reaſon why he ſays that Feſus could not be Zealous againſt 
the Profanation of it: whereas Eraſmus does not ſay this, much 
leſs does he aſſign a Reaſon for it: he only mentions the Tem- 


4 ple's being ſoon to be deftroy'd, as a Circumſtance to ſhew that 


the 'Temple was a Figure of the Chriſtian Church, which was 
to ſucceed it. Was there a greater Difference between 
Eraſmus and the Monks of His time, than there 'is between 
the True Senſe of Eraſmus, and what this Unfair Author would 


fix upon him? N 

8 2 ME other opportunity will be taken to add more Inſtances 
of the like Behaviour, but theſe are ſufficient to ſhew that this 
great Recommender of the Golden Religion of Nature, in his 
attacks upon Chriſtianity, violates the firſt principles of Natu- 
ral Religion, and makes a Sacrifice of Common Honeſty to his 
Zeal againſt Revelation. If his Morality teaches him no better 
things, I would adviſe him not to offer it to the World; it is 
belt in his Own keeping, it may be of great uſe to Him in raiſing 
8 | Objections 
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againſt the Bible; nay it may be a Golden Religion © : 
to him, if by the help of it he can furniſh his Diſcourſes with * 

| ſuch bold Falſhoods as ſhall make them Sell the better. But 


ObjeQi 


to all Serious Men, to all who enquire and examine into every 
Hardy Aſſertion, his Book is their Antidote; by ſeeing what 
He is, they learn what ſuch men as have caſt off the Goſpel are 
likely to be: He is the ſtrongeſt Proof againſt Himſelf that 
Chriſtianity is Neceſſary to reſtrain men, and there is nothing in 
his Writings of ſo much Weight to incline men to be Unbe- 


lievers, as there is in his Example to ſhew them the Neceſſity 4 | 


of Believing. 


A Man muſt be much in Love with Variety, and wear his | | 
Religion, like his Clothes, ſubject to every Change of the Faſhion, * 


if he will quit the Chriſtian Faith, and renounce his Creed for 
an uncertain Something, ſo ill ſupported and fo ill recommended 
as the Religion of theſe Diſputers. When they have demonſtra- 
ted the Falſhood of Chriſtianity, or ſhewn us that the Objections 
inſt it are of more Force than the Proofs for it, then we ma 
allow. them (after great Examples in other caſes) to ſpend their 
whole Stock of Wit and Drollery upon the Subject. But if they 
muſt be under a Reſtraint till then, it will all die with them, 
and the World will loſe the Proof of their Abilities in the Great 
Art of Ridicule : For as yet the Article of Feſus's Reſurrection 
(that Foundation-Stone of Chriſtianity) remains unmov'd b 
any * They have offer'd: They have done their Beſt, 
it muſt be owned, and have ſaid all perhaps that the Wit or 
Malice of man can deviſe : But till it can no more prevail againſt 
this Truth, than Death and the Grave could againſt our Saviour; 
it riſes like him, and triumphs over all Objections. 


IT is hoped, therefore, that what has been ſaid on this Occa- 
ſion, will have ſome Effect to check the increaſing Infidelity of 
the Age; and that men will conſider and weigh matters, beſore 


they form any Judgment to the Prejudice of that Faith, which 


can plead Preſcription, and (by ſhewing its Reaſonableneſs) can ; 
make that Preſcription appear a Good one. If the Proofs that 


I have brought in its favour are ſo convincing, as I am per- 


ſuaded they are, let ſuch men examine their own hearts care- 7 


fully, and ſee whether other Motives than thoſe of Reaſon do 


not determine them to Unbelief. I pretend not to charge it [ 


upon their Vices or their Vanity and Love of Novelty ; the 
hemſelves are the beſt Judges of what that Principle is whi 


influences them: But they muſt give up the Pretence of Reaſon _ 
in this Caſe (of, right Reaſon founded upon good Evidence); ſor 


** 
2 * iid 


This lies directly againſt them, it blows full in their Face; and 4 


that which is the Demonſtration of Our Faith, can never be the 


Foundation of Their Infidelity. 
The End of the Firſt Part. 
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CONTAINING, 


A Defence of the Literal Story e] ES US“ 


driving the BUYERS 7 SELLERS 
out of the TEMPLE; 


AND 


Suffering the DEVILS to enter into the Herd of 
SWINE. 


| EY former Diſcourſe endeavour'd to eftabliſh the 

Truth of that Great Miracle, the Reſurrection of 
& TFeſus, and in purſuance of that Deſign, I ſhew'd it 
do be Abſolutely Impoſſible that the Apoſtles ſhould 
de Deceived, — Morally Impoſſible that they 
ſhould intend to Deceive Mankind : The Proofs 


of theſe two Particulars were There laid before the Reader in fo 


Short and yet ſo Plain a manner, that they ſeem to amount to as 
full a Demonſtration of the Fact in queſtion, as ſuch Matters 


are capable of. 


IN that Diſcourſe it was not attempted to clear the Apoſ- 
tles from the Charge of Enthuſiaſm, becauſe what was There 
faid, when laid together, ſeem'd a full Vindication of them in 
this Particular ; but ſince thoſe, who have got a Plauſible Word 
on their ſide, are fond of making the Moſt of it, and affect P 


range the Apoſtles under a third Claſs, that of Enthufiafts, I 


ſhall follow them into this Covert, and try to force them out of 
it, by ſhewing- how effectually all Suſpicion of Enthuſiaſm has 
been removed from them, by . has been already Prov'd on 
the Article of bs 70 5s Reſurrect 

ENTHUSIASM in its — Proper Senſe (when applyt 
to Teachers) is the aſſerting ſomething for Truth upon a Strong 
but Falſe 10 ination of being Divinely Inſpir'd : You ſee then 
that the. Su ect, whereon the warm Brain of the Euthuſiaſt diſ- 


plays tel, d is Opinion and Doctrine only; but the Point in 
Queſtion between Us was a Fact, viz. the Reſurrection of Feſus, 
in which (as then appear'd) it is Abſolately Impoſſible that they 
Thould have been Deceived, _ baving ſuch Proofs of oo 
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the Scriptures call, and I ſhew'd to be, Infallible ones. It muſt 


be obſerv'd that the Evidence, which TI 4 bad of Feſus's be- 
ing Alive again, was Senſible Evidence, Frequently repeated, 
and made Good to more of their Senſes than One; and that 
the Gift of Tongues, which was the Divine Power within them, 
was only a Confirmation of the Goodneſs. of this Evidence: 
They did not reaſon; as the Enthufiaft does; This I teach for 
Truth of Doctrine, becauſe I am Divinely Inſpir'd; but, This 
I teach for Truth of Fact, becauſe I was Eye-witneſs to it, 
and felt and handled it; and, that my Senſes did not Deceive me 
in that Outward Object, I am ſure, becauſe I feel within me the 
Accompliſhment of that Promiſe, which Zeus made to me After 
his Reſurrection. | * 

OR take Entbuſiaſin in its leſs Proper Senſe, and underſtand 
by it no more than a Man's being more ſtrongly perſuaded of 
the Truth of any thing than he has Reaſon for : and extend it 
(if you pleaſe) to Facts as well as Opinions; nay (rather than 
not allow it room enough to range in) ſuppoſe it be an Odd 


and Extravagant Mixture of being Deceived and Deceiving too ; 


et the Apoſtles are Safe, and their "Teſtimony 1 
Ce Reſurrection can never be charged with any the lea 
zuſpicion of Enthuſiaſm : For my Diſcourſe (if it Prov'd any 
thing) Prov'd that the Foundation, on which they built their 
Strong Perſuaſion, was ſuch as could eaſily ſupport the whole 
Weight of the Superſtructure: it was ſhew'd, that the Fact 
which they aſſerted for True, was not aſſerted upon the Force 
of a . Suppos'd or a Real Divine Impulſe only, but upon Senſi- 
ble Evidence of the Strongeſt kind ; ſuch as would have been 
in all Reſpects ſufficient, tho* Alone, but — ſuch as was (be- 
.yond any other Fact that ever happen'd) ſtrengthen'd and con- 
firm'd by a Divine Power within them: And if we allow, that, 


even as to Facts themſelves, Enthuſiaſm may ſo far impoſe upon | 


a man, as to make him believe a Lye, nay to be ſtrongly per- 
ſuaded of the Truth of it; yet it can never make him work real 
Miracles (which the Apoſtles did) in order to perſuade others to 

believe it. | | 
80 that, notwithſtanding this Charge of Enthuſiaſm, it muſt 
be allow'd that the Teſtimony of the Apoſtles is 'U'rue, when 
they tell us that 7s Roſe from the Dead on the Third Day, as 

he had foretold, pf | 
IF this Point therefore be gain'd (and till I can ſee ſomethir 

Material offer'd againſt it, I may preſume it to be gain ch, I 
have laid ſo ſtrong a Foundation, that no Exceptions to any of 
the Miracles, which Jeſus wrought in his Life-time, can be of 
Weight and Force enough to make a Reaſonable and Unpre- 
judic'd-Perfon disbelieve them: For if Jeſus wrought the Greateſt 
of all Miracles in Raiſing himfelf from the Dead, a thing fo 
lainly beyond all the Powers of Nature, a thing ſo. ſeemingly 
ble, .a thing which not only no Human Art could * 
| ut 
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but no Human Wiſdom could foreſee, can there be any Sha- 
dow of a Reaſon to doubt, whether He wrought: thoſe Other 
Miracles, which have ſuch viſibly leſs Difficulties in them, and 
againſt which the very beſt Exceptions muſt be meer Trifles in 
compariſon of the Former? If before his Death he had plaid the 
part of a Cheat and an Impoſtor, is it Conceivable, that God 
would have permitted him to Riſe from the Grave; eſpecially 
when in Proof of his Miſſion from God, and of his working 
Real Miracles, he appeal'd in his Life-time to this Great future 
Event, and plac'd his whole Character upon his ReſurreRion ? 
Or can we imagine, that his Diſciples, who had ſuch Strong, 
Senſible, Inward Evidence for the Reality of his having, been 
Alive again, could have any Temptation to forge Other Mira- 
cles, and aſcribe Actions to him which he never perform'd ? 
Was it not Probable, was it not at leaſt Poſſible, that they 
ſhould be Detected in the Falſhocd of Things, many of which 
they report him to have done in the moſt Publick manner, and 
before Numbers not only of his Followers but of his Enemies ? 
And would not the Diſcovery of any one Miracle falſly aſcrib'd 
do their Mafter have been an Invincible Prejudice againſt the 
True Miracle, which they witneſs'd to, and built their whole 
2 heme upon? The Reſurrection, Alone, was a Convincing 
Proof that he came from God; and a Hundred True Mira- 
cles could not poſſibly have Added ſo much Weight to the 
Proof of it, as one Falſe one, Detected, would certainly have 
taken from it. So that what room was there for Forgery, when 
the Only Method that the Apoſtles could uſe to gain Credit to 
the Reſurrection which they were ſure of, was never to report 
3 any thing of Feſus which they Knew to be Falſe, or rather 
did not Know to be True? | | 
HERE then is not only a Reaſonable Preſumption, but a 
Strong Conſequence in favour of all the Miracles which are at- 
' # tributed to Fefus in the Goſpels: Every Impartial Man muſt be- 
3 lieve the Literal Account of them to be True, and the Miracles 
to have been Real ones, unleſs it can be made out clearly, that 
there is an Abſolute Impoſlibility in any of them. This is the 
only Caſe, which will allow us to make a Stand: For it is not 
ſufficient to ſay, that This or That particular Circumſtance ſeems 
Abſurd, becauſe the Abſurdity may ariſe from our want of Ma- 
terials for Information: the Objection may owe its birth to Ig- 
norance, and he, who makes it, may have his Share of This as 
well as his Neighbour. Conſider, that above 1700 Years have 
paſſed ſince theſe Miracles were wrought ; the Climate and the | | 
r the Cuſtoms and the Genius of the People were very = 
different from Ours ; the Story is often told in a Short and Un- 
circumſtantial Manner, and Alluſions are commonly made to 
the Hiſtory of thoſe Times and to the Situation of thoſe Places, 
| which We are not fully acquainted with. On all theſe Ac- | 
counts and many others, —_ may ſeem Strange and even Ab- | 
2 ſurd 
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ſurd to Us, which were the moſt Obvious and Familiat to the 
Natives of Judea. F 
BUT, if we had no we vr r 
inſt Objections, yet we mi id rather to be Without 
then than to Want them; for there is no Want, where there is 
a Direct Proof; and the Conſequence drawn from Feſus's Re- 
ſurrection being a True Fact, in favour of his Other Miracles 
being Truly wrought, is what no one can reaſonably deny to be 
a Direct Proof. | 
HOWEVER, ſince Objections have been rais'd by Some 
inſt the Literal Story of almoſt all the Principal Miracles of 
, I am not unwilling to enter into a particular Examination 
of them, to let the Reader fee that the Cavils of theſe Men are 
the Weakeſt and moſt Frivolous that can be conceived ; ſuch as 
the Meaneſt Author, that I ever met with before, would not 
Stoop to make uſe of; ſuch as in any other Cauſe, but that of 
Religion, a Wiſe man would not think worth refuting : Nor 
ſhall the Unfair Arts, which They employ to give a Colour to 
theſe Cavils be 8 in their proper place. I will venture 
to ſay, that were Theſe open'd and expos'd to their Readers 
(as they ought to be), ſuch Writers could never be able to bring 
any thing into Diſcredit but their own Writings. 
AT preſent I ſhall confine myſelf to the Literal Accounts of 
the two firſt Miracles, which a late () Author has undertaken 


to Expoſe; but in what Manner, and with what Succeſs, the 
Reader will be ſoon convinc'd. * 


I. I begin (as He does) with the Miracle of Feſus's driving the 
Buyers and Sellers out of the Temple. St. 145 xxi. 1 . 
St. Mark xi. 15, &c. St. Luke xix. 45, &c. St. John ii. 14, &c. 
ALL the Objections which he has rais'd againſt it are re- 
duceable to theſe three heads. | 


. THAT there was no Profanation of the Temple by Buyers 
and Sellers, as is pretended. l 
IHA T, if there was, yet Jeſus could not have executed ſuch 
a Work as driving them out of the Temple. 


THAT, if he Could have executed it, yet it was a Needlefs 
Work, becauſe the Tem 


ple was fo ſoon to be Deſtroyed and 

Polluted. * 85 | 
1 4. IN Proof of his firſt Objection he brings the Teſti 

of St. Hilary, p. 25. that there was no ſuch Market kept in the 
Temple: And for fear leſt this ſhould not hold, he quotes St. Au- 
ſtin as laying that there could be no great Sin in Selling and Buy- 
2 in the Temple, that were for the Uſe of it, and offered 
as Sacrift 
alread convicted Mr. V. of Falſe Evidence in this Quotation 
from St. Hilary. (See Part I. p. 15.) And yet were This Quo- 
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| A on. Wife's Diſcourſes on our Saviour's Miracles. Part I. p. 22. | 
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in it. But the Reader may remember that I have 4 
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tation an Honeſt one, of what Weight could it be? Since the 
Teſtimony of the four Evangeliſts, who were Contemporaries, 
and upon the Spot, muſt be — beſore that of a Writer, 
> who lived ſome hundreds of Years afterwards; eſpecially in a 
Fact of ſo Publick a Nature, that, if it was Falle, the Jeus 
in every part of the World could have Detected it upon their own. 
Knowledge, becauſe they went up yearly from every part of the 
World to the Temple to celebrate the Paſſover; and therefore 
could not but know, whether at any Paſſover, at That particu- 
| larl fuch a Traffick was carried on in the Temple or not. 
BUT I will give Mr. W. another Teſtimony of the Fact, 
ſuch as even (i) his Friend the Jetiſb Rabbi ſhall be forced to 
allow for a Good one: It is the "Teſtimony of the ancient eus 
> themſelves, who' (we may be ſure) did not relate the Matter 
> falfly, to ſerve the Cauſe of the Evangeliſts, In the Babyloniſh 
Talmud it is declar'd, that (#) forty 75 ears before the Temple was 
deſtre d, the Great Council remov d (from the (1) Place where 
= they us'd to aſſemble in the Inner-Court of the Temple), and ſat 
among the Shops. Count back forty Years from the Dna 
of the. Temple, and you will find that this Removal was about 
three or four Years before this Action of our Saviour's, and 
= conſequently that there was a Place called the Shops about that 
time. At the ſame time one Fewih Rabbi tells us Where theſe 
2} Shops were (m), They were in the Mountain of the Houſe, by 
which the Talmud always meant the Quter-Court or Court of the 
Gentiles: And another tells us What they were, when he fays 
(u (n), That the s were an open fpacious Place, where Goods 
were ſold, and Money exchanged : And frequent 5 is 
made there of the (o) Tables of the Mon von, oberg ; 
which MMaimonides tells us that 75 he who Changed the 5 
wat called T rapezita in the Meas (q). Mr. W. will ſcarce y 
I u think) deſire a fuller Proof of the Fact than This is. 


8 2 Ms She 
3 4) DQuadraginta annis ante Excidium migravit edrium 
maus, feitque an Tabernt : (ſec. 8 lect. in Tabernis Montis Sancti) : 
Aua Sacra. Edit. Edzard. p 


> 41!) Migrawit Senatus ab abr lapidum ceforum (loco, ubi olim 
* habebatur Senatus) ad Tabernas, & @ Tabernis ad Jeruſalem. See 
3 4. upon the Codex Middatb. p. 48, 40. | 
(ee) lia enim R. Nathan, Locus erat extra exedram lapidis caft in 
i monte edit, cui nomen Tabernæ. Ib. 
. Nos autem ſolemus ( dicit Elias) wocare locum apertum ad libera 
alia, ubi vendunt merces, Tabernam ; fic domus ubi mutant pecuniam 
cum ae dicitur 7 r Ib. 5 ws 
: zee fimo o die ad menſas ſedebant in Temp 

(2) Ma, nl wad nenſam, . ante Nummularium five Tra- 
pexitam, Tus ge ea accipit ee 1 & fic vacant tum, qui permu- 
tat pecuniam, Trapezitam in Miſchna. Ib. 

* Miſchna, Edit. — Tam. 4. p. 338. BUT 
2 C 3 
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BUT he ſeems aware, that the Fat would be proved 
againſt him, and therefore brings in St. Auſtin as denying that 
his was a Profanation of the Temple: that Fathet's Words 
are, Non erge magnum peccatum, ſi hoc vendebant in Templo, 
quod emebatur, ut offerretur in Templo, and then he goes on, 
25 tamen inde cjecit illos: Quid ſi Ebrieſos inveniret? &c. 
Now can any one think, that St. Auſtin meant to contradict 
Chriſt, and ſay, that there was properly no-great Sin in their 
doing that, by which Feſus ſaid that they had made the Temple 
a Den of Thieves? If he had, it would have been one of the 
Things which he ſhould have put into his Confgſſtons. | But he 
meant only, that the Sin was not /o great an one as ſome Others 
are, that it would be worſe to be found there a Drunkard than a 
Seller of Goods: and what he ſeems thus to Excuſe, is only 
the, Buying and Selling in the Temple Things for- the Service of 
the Temple, not (what our Saviour charges them with) the car- 
Tying on an Unjuſt and Unrighteous Trade there; ſo that his 
Apology for them as Merchants, does not vindicate them as 
lee gl. a c | 6,4 ©. 
BY the. Temple here is meant the Outer-Court of it, or the 
Court of -the Gentiles ; which (r) Joſephus (in his Deſcription 
of the Temple) calls h firſt Temple, as he calls the Inner 
Court, where the 7ews enter d, the ſecond Temple: and he inti- 
mates to us at the fame time, that, the F:ws did not look on this 
Court of the Gentiles as a Holy place: no wonder then, that they 
allow'd This Uſe to be made of it, which our Saviour found 
fault with. But yet this Opinion of the Jews concerning this 
Court was an Unworthy and Miſtaken one; for it was à Part 
of the Temple in — it bore the very Name of the Temple, 
and (what is more) it was the only Place that the Proſely tes 
of the Gate, Who came up to the Temple, had to worſhip 
the God of Iſrael in: for this purpoſe it was built very Large 
and Spacious, that it might receive the great Numbers, which 
he Jets had reaſon to expect to ſee there; becauſe Iſainb's 
rophecy (chap: lvi. 7.) runs thus, Mine Houſe ſhall be a Houſe of 
Prayer for all People: which Prophecy our Saviour expreſly '(s;) 
quoted againſt the Buyers when he drove them out, to 1 
them that their Practice was wholly Inconſiſtent with the View 
and Intent of it, which was that Proſelytes from every Coun- 
try under Heaven ſhould come and worſhip There. It was a 


. (r) Pe Bello Jud. L. 5. c. 2. p. 1226. Edit. Hudſ. Td eure 
ie G,, tharcto, XK Trwagptaldi,a Babuols ty draCaTiy 
Sno Ty Yu. a, 

(+) St. Matt. xxi. 13. has, My Howſe Sall be called the Hauſe of 
Prayer. St. Luke xix. 46. My Houſe is the Houſe of Prayer. But 
St. Mark's Words, chap. xi. 17. are the very fame with the, LXX. 
Tranſtation of Jai lvi. 7. and may be better render'd thus, My Hou/e 
Kall be called (or ſhall be) a Hauſe of Prayer for all Nations. : 
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great miſapplication therefore of this Court of the Gentiles, to 
üſe it for Tables of Money-Ghangers and for Seats of them that 
fold Doves, and for Droves of Sheep and Oxen, which St. 
John iti. 15. tells us were brought in There, and for which no 
doubt there were Folds and Stalls to incloſe them, and ſepa- 
> fate the Cattle of the ſeveral Proprietors ; and if we conſider 
what Prodigious Numbers of all theſe there muſt have been in 
that Court (for Foſephus (t) ſays that at one Paſſover Ce/tius 
| computed near three Millions who came there to celebrate it, 
excluſive of all thoſe Profelytes who came there to Worſhip 
only,) it will be eaſily conceiv'd how much the Place allotted to 

the Gentiles for Worſhip muſt have been crowded and the Room 
leſſen d; which ſurely was a great Indecency: but it was a Pro- 
fanation of it too, becauſe in the midſt of the Bleatings of the 
Sheep, and the Lowings of the Oxen, and the Hurry and Buftle, 
neceſſarily occaſion'd by the other ſort of Merchandiſe, the 
Gentile Proſelytes were ſure to meet with no ſmall Diſturbance 

in their Devotions; and therefore this Practice of the Jetos was 

a defeating (as far as they could) the accompliſhment of 1ſaiah's 


phecy. | | 
BU T the Caſe was ſtill worſe ; for it ſeems Probable, that the 
Captains of the Temple, who were Officers that had the Care 
and. Charge of it, let out that part of the Court of the Gentiles 
for Profit and Advantage; and that the Sellers, to make them- 
ſelves amends for what they paid for their Shops and Stalls, 
made an Unjuſt and Exorbitant Gain. This however we are 
Sure of, that there was an Unrighteous Traffick carry'd on 
there, for our Saviour (as three of the Evangeliſts, who relate 
the Fact, aſſure us) did not charge them with having made the 
Temple a Place of Merchants only, but a Den of Thieves.. In 
the former Caſe if there was only an Indecency, yet in This at 
leaſt it muſt be allowed, that there was a Profanation of the 
Temple or Court of the Gentiles. 
| „ 


28. I proceed then to the 2d Objection, which was, How 
Feſus (if there was a Profanation) could have executed this 
= work of driving them out of the Temple. It is hard to con- 
ceive (ſays Mr. W. p. 22.) how any one in the Form of a Man 
7207 a Deſpis'd one too, (and we don't read that Feſus ig” br 

his Shape, ) with a Whip in his Hand, could execute ſuch a Work 
595 a great Multitude of People, who were none of them his 
iſciples, nor had any Regard for him. And he quotes a Modern 
Author as thinking This the moſt ſtupendous Miracle that Jeſus 

as 


7 wrought. He that thought ſo, we know, was St. Jerome, ju 
much a Modern Author as Mr. V. is one of the Primitive ones, 
f or ſpeaks their Sentiments : But I will let him ſee, how it may 


(1) De Bello Jud, ii. c. 14. 5. * . 1078. & vi. c. 9. J f I 1. 
Edit. Hoden. 7 * | 9: 3-3 E a 
8 C's be 


24 The MIRACLES of Part II. 
be conceived, that «ys AAP able to do what he is ſaid 
to have done, in a Natural way, and without the Help of any 
Divine Power. Dd. C92. 9 „ 166 bs: ay 3 Wet 
AN D here it muſt be remembred, that 7e/us was juſt come 
from Bethany to Jeruſalem in a Solemn Proceſſion, in a ſort 
Royal and Triumphant manner: He was attended on the 
Road and into the City with a very great Multitude (Matt. xxi. 8.), 
nay with Multitudes that went before and follow/d, ver. g. and 
Theſe went along with him into the Temple (as may be ( 
d from ver. 15:}, and there proclaim'd as they had done 
on the Road, Heſanna to the Son of David, which was one of 
the Names of the Miaſſiab. The Concourſe was fo t, that 
all the City was moved, ver. 10. and even the Chief Prieſts were 
afraid of him and of the People too, becauſe they foot him for 
4 Prophet, and were very attentive to bear him, Mat. xxi. 46. 
Mark xi. 18. Luke xix. 48. and xx. 19. So that in what he 
did to the Buyers and Sellers in the Temple, he is not to be con · 
ſider d as One fingle Man only, but as at the Head of an Infinite 
Number of People, all acknowledging him at that time for their 
Meſſiah and King, and therefore ready to ſupport him in any 
/ Reformation that he ſhould attempt. The Traders then might 
well have retir'd for fear of him whom the Chief Prieſts them 
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(2) The Words are, When the Chief Prieſt. and Scribes ſaw the 
wonderful Works that he did, and the raid, Children crying in the 
Temple, and ſaying Hoſamia' to the Son of Duvid, they were fore A, 
* Where by raldae is not meant Chilaren, as we render it, 

TFefussSerwants and Followers, thoſe of his Train and Retinue. 
Thus Matt. xiv. 2. Herod ſaid to his Servants raioty, &c. and Luht © 
Xi. 45. that Servant ſay in his Heart, My Lord delay#th hit com © 
ing, and ſhall begin to beat the men-ſervants, e adife;: and ſo Lake © 
xv. 26. from which Inſtances I gather that raiSa; here fignifies * 
thoſe who were the Di/cipler, Servants, or Fellowers of Fefus at that 
time: And what the Phariſees ſaid in the following verſe, Heareſt 
thou what theſe ſay ; ſeems to be the ſame with what they ſay on 
this occaſion in Luke xix. 39: Mafter, rebuke thy Diſciples. If the two 
Evangeliſts ſpeak of two different times, yet the Phariſees ſeem to have 
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defir'd him to rebuke the ſame Perſons in both the Evangeliſts. It is 
| See to be ſuppos d, that only Children cry'd out Haſanna in the 
| Temple, or that the Phariſees were ſo diſpleas'd with what Children 
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| only were ſaying. Beſides, the word Tail; does never in the New 
' Teſtament figmfy Chi/dren, unleſs once or twice at moſt, and then 
the Ape of them is ſpecify'd; the proper word is i or rad - 1 
pia. What led our Tranflators to give the word this ſenſe here, is 

7 — A ey our Saviour makes, Our of the "_ * 
Babes and nos thou ed praiſe ; but the meaning 
this is, God bas . ſor mug rm 27 Bun Babe and Sucklings 
m Knowledge, not with reſpe& to their Years ; for-Szck/ings, that 
cannot peak, cannot ptr fee? praife. See Matt. ni. 25. where Babes 
are oppos'd to Wiſe and Prudent. £ 
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X Glves feared; as having ſuch Multitudes in bis Retinue and 
bis — They did but what. was Natural ; they — 
, r a Superior Force, which it would have been in vain to 
7 ve Reſiſte. td | | bas 
II is Eaſy now to. conceive, how Jeſus could do this: he 
was not Then in the Form of a Deſpis'd man, but rather of a 
Z Triumphant Monarch; he was attended with a much greater 
Multitude of People than there was to _ him, a Multitude 
of People who were all his Diſciples and Followers at that time, 
and who had the greateſt Regard for him that men could poſſibly 
have, they looking on him as their Maſſiab. n 
I would not be cen by what I have ſaid above, to 
Z mean that there was no Miracle in this whole Affair; for tho” 
there may have been none, where Mr. V. and his Modern A- 
* thoy place it, yet there Seems to have been one ſtho the Evan- 
iſts don't call it ſo} in the Unanimous * of tbe 
People at That time to proclaim Jeſus by the Title of the Sen 
¶ David or Meſſiah. | | \ 
* - THE Fame of his having raiſed Lazarus from the Dead 
little before went a great way, *tis true, ( John xii. 18.) towar 
filling Mens minds with this Belief ; but yet ſo Univerſal, io 
Sudden, and withal ſo Short-liv'd an Acknowledgment of 
2 Point, looks more like the Effect of a Divine Impulſe than 
of any Natural Cauſes, | 1 


3 F THE third Objection was this; If Feſus could do thi 
2 * it not a Needleſs work to be ſo 2 Ales I 155 
pProfanation of that Temple which was ſo ſoon to be Deftroy'd ? 
No, becauſe it was net Then Deſtroy'd: for is not every Place, 
that is ſet apart for Divine Worſhip, to be kept Sacred and Fit 
fir that Uſe, while it is Subſiſting? In ſuch a Caſe we are to 
> conſider what things are Now, not what they are Hereafter to 
be: for what would have been a Profanation of the Temple, if 
it had been always to laſt, was equally Profanation of it, tho 
= it was to be ſoon Deſtroy'd; the Action is the Same under both 
Events, and is not in the leaſt Alter'd by the Fate of the Place 
> where it is done. Tis Ridiculous to talk, or think otherwiſe. 
If any Man had Profan'd the Pariſh Church of St Botalph Biſhopſ- 
gate about four Years ago, and had been Preſented for it by t 
2 Church-wardens of that Pariſh, would it have been thought a 
® Reaſonable Queſtion to ask, Why thoſe Church-wardens were 
ſo Zealbus againſt the Profanation of that Church, which the 
were then getting an r of Parliament to impower them to pul 
down and Deſtroy ? While a Place ftands appropriated to Divine 
Worſchip, it ought not to be Profan'd ; This is the Anſwer which 
every Lawyer and every Man of Common Senſe would give on 
this occaſion. And therefore the Court of the Gentiles, which 
was @ Houſe of Prayer, ought to have been kept Free 3 IS 
02; 1 
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26 The MIRACLES of Part II. 
diſturbed. for that purpoſe, as long as it continued to be a Houſe | 
of Prayer, that is, till it was Deſtroy' d. "= 


S 4 
. 


©- F have not here forgot that Mr. V puſhes this matter farther, 
and ſays that Zeus himſelf came to Defiroy the Temple, and that 
he permitted, nay commanded it to be filthily Polluted not long 
after, p. 23. and this he mentions to make the Inconſiſtence (as 
be thinks it) the Greater: But where does he read any thing 
Like this? which of the Evangeliſts told him, that Feſus either 
came to Deſtroy it, or commanded it to be polluted? feſur told 
the Jetos indeed in Mark xiii. 14. that they would ſee the 
Abominatien of Deſolation, but then he adds, that they would 
fee it landing where it ought not, i. e. in the Holy place. "Now 
this is only a Declaration of what would happen, and it is ob- 
Tervable that this Declaration is ſo far from being in Favour of 


Folluting the Temple, that it is directly Againſt it. Beſides, if 


be had commanded it to be done, when the Temple was de- 
ſtroy'd, fl 2. almoſt forty Years after his Death, then, when he 
commanded it, he muſt have been Alive again and Riſen from 
the Dead.” Did This Author conſider this when he oppos'd 
"Feſus's Reſurrection? What? Not Revive, and yet Act? I fee 
that for the ſake of an Objection to One Miracle, he can ſor a 
while allow the Truth of another. 
© F have now anſwer'd all his Objections, and T hope to the Rea- 
der's Satisfaction. As for his Quotations from the Fathers, I have 
no, mind to lengthen this Diſcourſe with any Enquiry into them : 
for tho? it is True, that ſome of them affected to give a Spiritual 
and Myſtical Senſe to This and almoſt all our Saviour's Actions; 
yet it is as True, that not one of them ever Deny'd or Doubted 
of the Literal Story, except when He makes them ſpeak; nay 


G3 
* 


the very thing, which he has brought to prove them Unbelievers 


of the Letter, ſhews the Direct contrary ; for to make any Acti- 


on a Myſtical one, you muſt neceſſarily allow it to be a Literal 


one too; it may as well be ſaid that there are Properties without 
2 Subſtance, as that there can be a Figure without the Letter, ex- 
cept. in Parables, I ſhall therefore'paſs by all his Scraps of the 
Fathers, for every Sights one of which an Hundred might be 
found in the ſame Author, that expreſly contradi&t what he is 
labouring to prove. He knows it very well, and therefore has 
all along made uſe of the Unfair and Diſhoneſt Arts of Miſre- 
preſenting, and Curtailing the Paſſages of the Fathers; ſometimes 
leaving out in a Sentence what ſpeaks againſt him, and ſome- 


times ringing Sentences together which have no Relation to one 


another. Some Inſtances I have given already, and ſhall here 
reſent the Reader with One more. At the bottom of p. 26. 
quotes St. Jerome thus, Fuxta ſimplicem Intelligentiam 
quod penitus abſurdum, &c. and explains them above by 
making That Father ſay, there are — in the Letter, But 
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thus, | 


** 


ther, as many Others 
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ſo at all. The word is uſed 
Teſtament, and let him ſhew where it can once be underſtood 
of preaching : When it is ſaid, Luke xvii. 28. of that wicked 
> Generation, who would not hearken to Noah the Preacher of 
2 22 „ and upon whom therefore the Flood came, They 
* di 


to the Foalib ones, 
23 dyorgoare eauTais, can we think their Advice to have been, 
that they ſhould preach to themſelves ?——Is this Criticiſm? 

” :- BU T then he has found a new Senſe for Kox AC, or Mo- 
2 ney-Changers ; the Greek word (ſays he p. 31.) imports thoſe wha 
have a Knack to barter away a little Baſe and Braſs Mony with 
the Effigies of an Ox or Bull on it, in exchange for good Coin. 
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thus, () According to the Literal Senſe the Doves were not in 
the Seats (Chairs) but in Coops ; unleſs perhaps the Sellers of the 
Doves ſat in Chairs, which ts wholly abſurd to ſay, for Chairs are 


Marks of Honour to diſtinguiſh Maſters and Teachers. This Fa- 
4 Aa on other words, quibbled (poorly 


enough) upon the word Cathedræ, by which is meant in the 


f 2 the Seats of them that fold Doves, but which He ap- 


plied to the Chairs, that the Teachers of the Chriſtian Church 


then us'd, as We do our Pulpits : and the Ab/urdity, which St. 


Jerome finds, is in the ſuppofing that the Sellers of Doves fat 

ſuch Cathedre, as the Teachers of his Days made uſe of. He 
does not ſay a word of any Abſurdity in the Letter, or Literal 
Account of Feſus's Action; tho by dropping the Greateſt and 
moſt Material part of the Sentence Mr. V. has contriv'd to 
make the Words which is wholly abſurd. to ſeem underſtood of 


3 the Literal Senſe. If ſuch Authors as He did not ſeek for Truth, 


if they ſought only to eſtabliſh Falſhood, yet methinks they 


7 ſhould avoid a Fraud ſo eaſily detected, and (to uſe Archbiſhop 


| — — Words) ſhould be Honeſter than This comes to, out of 
navery. 1 1 
- BU T before he leaves this Head, he attempts to play the Cri- 
tick on the Senſe of the words, in which the Evangeliſts relate 
this Action of 72 and here he ſeems to improve in his happy 
Art of making Authors he quotes bear Falſe witneſs, for tho? 
he Miſtakes as uſual, he Falſihes rather more. vs 

INS T EAD of them that ſold and bought (fays he, p. 30) 
it ſhould be rendred them that fold and preached; for the word 


| eyopdCer doth more properly ſignify. to preach than to buy. It is 


ſo far from ſignifying this more 2 , that it does not either 
in the New Teſtament, or (1 lieve) in any Author, ſignify 
above thirty times in the New 


eat, they drank, they ſold, they iyaegZov ; are we to ſ 
poſe that they were * ing? or when the Wiſe Virgins ſaid 
atth. xxv. 9. Go ye to them that ſell, and 


; (x) Fuxta fimplicem Intelligentiam Columbæ non erant in Cathedris, 


3 fed in Caveis ; nifi forte Columbarum inflitores ſedebant in Cathedris ; 


quod penitus abſurdum eſt, quia in Cathedris Magiſtrorum magis Dig- 
ni tay indicatur, Hieron. in Matt. xxi. 


And 
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And: for this Senſe. uf the word be quotes — CO 


nt bace KoaavCaric: "Th & como. s Book, — 
enight have expected to be found out in _ Falſe. 98 
5 2 worth 


from thence : fall g. 
Callybres was 8 {ma ce 
27 an e (mat 0b 1; that's an In- 
W. that eee, 


the Exit 
Jextion of 


Brafs fir aber 1 >. —_—_— 
But is this the lame with givingBaſe (or 
Are not Twelve Pence in ney as a Shilli 
in Silver ? Does the Baſenchs of the Mien, 5. Senallneks 
the Piece alter the Matter, when it is made up in Quantity t I 
am ſure, that This Author is a Collyhit in his own 


Senſe of the word, and puts off very Baſe Quotations for Good ones. 
ONCE more, and 1 have done with Mr. on this Head: 


To make all this the more applicable to the Hireling Clergy of 
by: — be hs bought in his Preac 2 
A 


— ſays, p. 31. If reamt ac, . is tranſlated. Tables, 
ee . 2 who cau rip it? For this he refers 
ry nn = A = 1 words 
— (z) Arittophanes wes this werd to figntly a Hulpitum, 
ar Place rais'd higher than ordinary, on which 4 
zo be ſold were — to view. Mr. . you ſee ſtop'd half 
way in the Quotatian, that he deceive the Reader into an 
Opinion, that Pulpitum ſignifies a Pulpit; but when the 
whole Sentence is produced, it appears to ify lo As 
2 it, as Diſhoneſty is from Good Poli p. 


II. THE Second Mirade of Jeu, 40 which Mie. L. bes 
made Objections, is that of his permitting the Devils us enter 


into the (a) Herd of Swine, which tbereuponran down a Preciyice, | 


and vere all chef d in the Sea, p. 32. 
| AND here I muſt remind the Reader, that in Facts done fo 
g ſince, and reported in ſo Brief a manner, it muſt often 
—— that there can't poffibly be any certain account 

ome d, 


Particulars; and "Then, where a Probable one is 

conſiſtent with the Circumſtances of the Story and with what 
other Hiſtorians relate, This is all that can be expected in the 
— We b before hs I mos that 200% pane 


1 th a. A 
— — 


* 
_— 


— —ͤ— — — 


00 Reae Kenaue 8. Jefiniuntur o ol T> A VOETLETH rege 
Ts. qui wendunt Minuta æra pro ali petunid, ſeilicet accepto Coll ollybo. 
(z) Apud Ariſtophanem fic wocatur Pulpitum aut locus editior, in 


Verne & Mancipia ommium oculis venum exponebantur. 
an voce 7P&me/ 9, * 


ers Mare, 26, G. St, Mark v. 2, c. St. Lake vil 26, 
A hall 
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MAT — which does not ne Rattle le than 
1 been prov'd alread — from th 1 5755 
Vin be remembred here, if (as I ſhew'& Part I.) Jos did 
really Riſe again, it follows that he came from God, and that 
tte Miracles which he is ſaid to have wrought in his Life-time 
were Real ones; and This here being reckon'd by the Evan 
28 One of the Number, with all Fair and Reaſonable 
+ their Inclination to believe Every part of the Literal Account of | 
it, ſhould at leaſt be Stronger than to disbelieve Any. 
6 1 HE Objections, which Mr. . has rais'd againſt the Literal 

Story of This Miracle, are theſe Four. 

- HOW came thoſe Mad-men — have their Dwelling in the 
* Tombs of a Burying-Ground? p. 3 
WHERE was the Humanity of the Gadarenes, who did not 
take care of e in Pity to Them as well as for the Safety of 


5 cn 
| OW © came there to be any Herd of Swine in that Country, 
4 10 "tha Fews were forbidden to eat Swines Fleſh ? p. 33. Or, 
IF the Swine belong d to Gentile Gadarenes, with whom it 
was Lawful'to keep and eat them, where was the Goodneſs and 
Juſtice of Feſus's permitting the Devils to enter into a Herd of 
> them to their DeſtruQion? p. 34. 
ITI HES E are his four Obj againſt this Miracle, and I 
ſhall take them in their Order. 
ra HOW came thoſe Mad-men to have their Dwelling in the 
4 & The true Language of which | 
Ge is this, — give a Reaſon for the Actions of 
Mad men! They wereMad-men, and "od rm or ſtroll'd thi- 
> ther. But this ion looks a little like a R — One, 
> becauſe Mr. V. has added the words of a Burying- Ground; by 
Which, if his Reader underſtands fomething reſembling our 
Ohurch- yards in Cities and Towns, and adjoining to the 
Church, he is Deceived ; for as it is ſaid that thoſe Mad-men were 
am the Tombs, ſo it is faid that they were in the Mountains, 
and in the Wilderneſs or deſart Places. To underſtand which 
vou muſt. obſerve, that the Few Tombs were uſually little 
= Cells cut in the Sides of Caverns and the Hollow parts of Rocks 
and Mountains, at ſome diſtance from the Towns, and in 
deſart Places. The Sepulchre, that Fefus himſelf was laid in, was 
beton out of a Rock in Mount Calvary ; and many ſuch Tombs 
remain even to this Day, as Maundrel and other Travellers thru 
Fudæa have afſur'd us. And theſe Caves often ſerv'd for a Re- 
treat and Shelter; for in ſuch as theſe the Kings of Canaan hid 
> themſelves from Joſhua, David from Saul, and Foſapbusthe ewijh 
Hiſtorian from the Romans that purſued him: Nay  Foſephus 
makes very frequent mention in his Hiſtory, of ale nds of 
"Thieves and Robbers lurking for Months together in ſuch hol- 
low Rocks, and making Excurſions from thence: and he tells 
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us particularly, that there were (5) Dens or Caves of this fort un, 
that part of the Coaſt of the Lake Genneſareth, which was in 
the lower 'Gal:lee, and therefore lay contiguous to Gadara. a. 

AND theſe Mountains as they afforded Shelter, ſo they might 2 
have ſupply'd the Mad-men with Food; for in thoſe Warm ane 
Fruitful Climates They were not ſo Barren as we ſee them in, © 
Ours: Fobn the Baptiſt (we read) lived in the Wilderneſs n 
Locuſts and Wild- Honey; and Joſephus in his own Life tells us, 
that, when young, he went out into the Wilderneſs to be in- 
ſtructed by one Banus, (c) who lived there upon' what grew wild 
and without Culture. IS ER 8 

SO that I have found Victuals and Habitation for the Mad. 
men; and when it is prov'd that Others did, and They might 
have dewlt in the Mountains, and among the Tombs, 1 hope the 
Aſſertion of three Evangeliſts that Jeſus found them there, will 
overbear.a meer Queſtion unſupported with any attempt towards 
a Proof of the Contrary. 5 by 
2 F. Mr. Vs next Objection is, here was the Humanity 
of the Gadarenes, who did not take care of them, in pity to Them 
as well as for the Safety of Others? Can any thing be more Per- 
verſe than this Queſtion is? when St. Mark expreſly tells us 

Chap. v. 4. that Care had been taken of them, that they had been 
bound in Fetters and Chains, and that this had been often done to 
them, but that they had pluckt'd them aſunder and broken them to 
pieces. The Fetters and Chains (whatever they were) were not 
_— enough for Men in their Outrageous Condition; and 
therefore they gat looſe from their Keepers, and retreated to the 
Tombs and Mountains; where, when purſu'd, they probably hid 
themſelves, and eluded all the — and Humanity of the 
1 who try'd to catch and bind them again. 12851 
BUT if This does not prove a Want of Humanity in the 
Gadarenes, he has another Proof, which he is ſure is a Good one, 
vi. that they did not diſpatch them, rather than their Neighbours 
—_—— ſhould be in danger from them, p. 33. They are 

. equally Inhumane in his Opinion (I find) for not taking care to 
Preſerve them, and for not taking care to Deſtroy them: But 
I ſhould have thought this an Argument for their Having Huma- 
nity, not for their Wanting it: for while the Mad men were 
alive, there were Hopes laying hold on them once more, 
and perhaps of recovering them to their Senſes. If Mr. W. had 7 
met with this Paſſage in ſome People's v7 ting he Would 
have rais'd a heavy Outcry againſt the Barbarity of the Doctrine -, 
of knocking a Mad-man on the head, only for fear he ſhould do 
Miſchief, But after all, if the Gadarenes could not catch theſe : 
Mad-men to Bind them, how does he know that they could g. 
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4 to be any 
Forbidden to eat Swines Fleſh © | Suppoſe we could not give any 
Account of this matter, yet is a Story, (ſo well atteſted, as I 
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come up near enough to diſpateh them? They might (in hi 
1 — Humanity 52 very Good Will to 15 i oo 
not be able to do the Good 3 for Zoſephus will tell him 
* what Difficulty Herod, with an Army, found to deſtroy a Set 
of Robbers, that had lodged themſelves in ſuch Caves of the 


Mountains. i 


- * 


AND, to ſay no more on this Head, if the Gadarenes wanted 


This or any other Inſtance: of n what is that to the 
Story? The Truth of this Fact is not affected by it; unleſs it 
can be prov'd Impoſlible that in any Country a Mad- man ſhould 
be found Unconfin'd, that is oſten attempting to do Miſchief. 


3 F. I proceed then to the third Objection, How came there 
Had of Swine in that Country, when the Fews were 


have ſhewn all Tus Miracles to be), to be Disbeliev'd, when 


there is no Proof againſt it? I call it zo Proof, becauſe to ſay a 
thing was forbidden and therefore it was not done, is to ſuppoſe 
that Laws are never broken, the contrary of which is ſeen every 
day, and was never more ſo than in Mr. Ws own Diſcourſe. 


BUT I'll give him a very Fair and Probable account of this 


1 Circumſtance. Gadara was a City on the other ſide of Fordan, 
near the Lake of Genneſareth ; it was one of thoſe Cities called 


Decapolis, and was ſituate in that Allotment which was made 


0 the Tribe of Manaſſh.: Pompey indeed join d it to the 


Province of Syria, Auguſtus afterwards gave it to Herod, and 
upon his Death annexed it again to Syrza, as Fo/ephus informs 
us: and thus annex'd to Syria it remained at the time, when 


this Miracle was wrought. By this diſpoſition it was Then 
inhabited partly by Jes, and partly by Syr:aus who were Hea- 
2 thens; 7oſephus (d ſpeaks frequently of both, as very Numerous 
there. But tho” its Inhabitants were thus of a mix'd ſort, it 
Was always reckon'd by the * as Part of their Dominions, 
2 and as ſuch it felt the fury of 


eſpaſian in the beginning of the 
Fewiſh War (e). 
IJ HIS being the State of the Town, and it being well known 


that the Heathens uſed Swine not only for Food but for Sacri- 
2 fices too, why mayn't we ſuppoſe, that the Fews of that Coun» 
try might feed Swine, for the Profit they made by ſelling them 
to their Heathen Neighbours? No, (ſays Mr. J. from Spencer 
de Leg. Hebr.) the 15 were forbidden, under the Pain of an 
Anathema, the keeping -4 any Swine in their Country, p. 33. It 
| U 


is true, that there was ſuch a /) Law made in the time of Hyr- 
canus ; but why was it made? becauſe the Fews did uſe to keep 
Swine. And is it any Argument to ſay, that, becauſe a Law is 


(%) De Bell: Jud. I. 4. Cc. 7. Ed. Hudf.” & I. 3. c. 7. & I. 2. c. 18. 


te) Joſeph. Antiq. I. 14. c. 5. & de Bello ſud 1. 1. c. 8. & l. 4. e. 7. 
Caſaubon ad verſ. Baron, Exercit. 13. Art. 31. n. 69. 
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made againſt any thing, Therefore it was not practis d after ? le 
#4ybt not; I grant, but it does not follow that it was not. Have 
We not Laws, many and ba, ie an, es, Bo Brandy, 
Tea, c. and would you argue thence that no Brandy or 
Tea is run upon our Coafts? if we could make this out clearly, 
we might ſave the Government the Expence of many Cuſtom- 
houſe Officers. ices | 1 8 | 
IF the Fews did once practiſe this feeding of Swine (as the 
w made againft it ſufficiently ſhews), I don't fee but it may ÞT 
reaſonably fuppog'd that they might Continue to do ſo even 
After the Law was made: It is well known that there is too 
much of forbidden Trade among Us, tho' we have more Laws 
than One againſt it, and many, methods to put them in Execu- 
tion: and it is much more likely, that this feeding of Swine 
might be practis d about Gadura, becauſe it was not only upon 
t Extremity of the e but was then under 
Ig) Heatheniſh Juriſdiction, ſo that the Force of the Law reſted 
upon the Conſciences only of the F-wih Gadarenes. 
T have ſuppos d with Mr. V. that the Stoine belonged to Je- 
Owners, which I have as much right to do as any one can 
ve to ſuppoſe the contrary : and it ſeems Probable that even 
thoſe Mad men were Fews ; for we don't find Feſus in all his 
Travels converſing with and healing any but thoſe to whom he 
was ſent, the loft Sheep of the Houſs of Iſrael, unleſs in one cafe 
particularly taken notice of by the Evangeliſts. Upon this ſup- * 
poſition, I have ſhewn it 128 that the Gadarene Jews | 
icht keep Swine for the Uſe of their Gentile Neighbours, th 
it was forbidden by Law, and even under the Pam of an Anathema. 
nf 5.7 come to Mr. Vs laſt ObjeQtion, where was the Good-— 
neſs an 


Fuſtice of Jeſus's permitting the Devils to enter into the © 
Herd of Swine to their Deſtruction | . $9 . 
THERE was no want of Goodneſs or Fuſtice in Feſus, even 
if they had belonged to Gentiles, who might ear them; for the 
part, which Jeſus had in their Deſtruction, does not appear to 
be och a made him either Principal or Acceſſary: it is faid in- 
deed by St. Mark that he gave them leave, but by St. Luke only 
that he ſufer'd the Devils to enter into them. By this may 
meant no more, than that He did not Prevent them, that 
ie did not Interpoſe his Divine Power, by which he might have 
Hindred them from entring : for this Explanation may beJuſti- 
H'd by other Paſſages of the Old and Naw Teflament, as (5) 


_ __— 


__ . de Bell. Jud. I. 1. c. 20. Ed. Hudſon. | 
i is Haber 4.6. & xxxi. 7. Exod. iii. 19. & xii. 23. Plalm | 

I%--10.-AQts ii. 27. Ejicere Diabolum ex homine, Chriſti fuit Adio; 
#n Porcos ut irent, nulla attione Chriſti erat opus : hoc enim optabant 
ifi Diaboli, & wiribus nati ais id ipſum efficere poterant, dum ne ui 
majore impedirentur :. Non ergo Chriftus in hac re vim agentem exſe- | 
«tat, ſed vim impedire valentem ſuſtinuit. Grotius in Matt. * 31. 
e | ronms 
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le Gretius has fully ſhewn. And if this made Ker a Sharer in 
ve © their Deſtruction, it may as well be ſaid, that is anſwerable 
ly, ſor all the Evil done in the World, nay; he will come in for a 
or © ſhare. in This very Deſtruction of the Swine, for He too per- 
y, mitted it; and therefore by this Argument I don't ſee but his 
m- © Goodneſs and Fuſtice will be impeached upon this occaſion. . 
BUT if the Fews of Gadara were the Owners of the Swine, 
as I have ſuppos'd, then there was no Injuſtice in Jeſus, even 
allowing that he was Acceſſary to the Deſtruction of them, 
and gave the Devils ſuch a Leave, as aſſiſted them to do what 
they did : For then the Owners of them kept them againſt-the 
Law made in Hyrcanus's time to prevent it: We find in Foſephus 


u- an Edict of the Emperor Augiſtus — the Roman Governors, 


ne in every Country where the Fes reſided, to ſuffer them (i) to 
on ve according to ſuch of their own Country Laws, as were in 
ler force in Hyrcanus's time :: From This one may gather, that 
ed all Laws made in Hyrcanus's Time were look'd on by the Fews 


as binding them; otherwiſe when they ſolicited that Emperor 

10 for this Edict in their favour, they would ſcarcely have fix d on 
an this Time for their Standard: fo that by their own acknowledg'd 
en Conſtitution the keeping of Swine was a Crime, and therefore 
his the Fetoiſb Keepers of them were juſtly Puniſhable for it. And 
he it is well known, that Prophets or Perſons acting by the Spirit 
afe of God did frequently among the Ferws put the Laws in Execu- 
- * againſt Offenders, without calling in the Aſſiſtance of the 
ws giſtrate : «nay, it was a receiv'd Maxim among the Fews, 
ho that ſuch Perſons had a Right to act thus, and do much more 
iq. 3 than This, even to diſpenſe with ſome of Moſes's Laws, as 
d. might be eaſily ſhewn : What Phineas did to Zimri, and what 
the Elijab did to the Prieſts of Baal, were look'd upon by the 
* Fews as Precedents in this Caſe ; and therefore We Chriſtians, 


en Who acknowledge Feſus to have been more than a Prophet, can 
he never be at a loſs to account for his exerciſing an Authority 
to among the 7ews, which they allow'd every Ordinary Prophet 
in- to have: and this Anſwer, as it will fatisfy in the preſent Caſe, 
ly 3 fo it accounts for our Saviour's taking upon him to drive the 
ay Buyers and Sellers out of the Temple. 

aʒt I have now given an Anſwer to Mr. .”'s ſeveral Objections 


ve againſt this Miracle: and I hope that it appears to the Reader 
ti. 7 how Frivolous and Trifling they are. If we had had no Lights 
'Þ) from Hiſtory to help us out, yet a Chriſtian might eafily main- 

= tain his ground againſt meer Oyeſtions, which are not ſupported 
by any Proofs, and which might be effectually anſwer'd upon 
ſeveral Probable ſuppoſitions. But the Authors which I have 
quoted ſpeak home to the purpoſe, and both Feſephus and the 
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other Fewiſh Writers, whom I have made the moſt uſe of, can f 
never be ſuſpected of any Partiality in favour of the Cauſe 1 

am maintaining; ſo that their Teſtimony, where it helps uss, 
chmes with the more Weight, and ſhould put all Cavils under 


4 71 filence, | 8 pop 
HERE, as in the former caſe, Mr. V. would have us believe, 
that the Fathers 106k'd upon this Miracle as only a Parabolical 
Narrative: and he tells us, that upon the Encouragement of 
Origen and others awe ought to expoſe the Abſurdities of the Lei- 
ter. Till He can better ſhew the Abſurdities of it, than he has 
done, all the Encouragement, which Origen and the other Fa- 
thers give him, is to no purpoſe, 1 — 9 2 nf 
BU T where does Origen Encourage him'to this? Why, he 
ſays, p. 35. that Origen's Commentaries on this part of St. Mat- 
thew's and St. Luke's Goſpel are loft, otherwiſe unqueſtionably ha 
would * told us, that he did not believe any thing of the Letter 
f this Story. NIL ** 
74 T would be ſtrange indeed, if Mr. V. ſhould know what 
Origen's Opinion was in his Writings that are loſt, when he al- 
ways miſtakes it in his Writings that are Extant : But-I can more 
unqueſtionably afſure him, that, if thoſe Commentaries had been 
preſerved, Origen would have declar'd his belief of the Literal 
account of this Story, becauſe he has done it in ſome of his 
Commentaries which are remaining; for in thoſe upon St. John's : 
Goſpel, incidentally mentioning the Country +.4 the Gergeſenes, qu 
where St. Matthew lays the Scene of this Miracle (and which fre 
s thought to have included Gadara in it) he ſays that (4) Gergeſa 
was an ancient City, near what is now called the Lake of Tibe- 
rias, in the Neighbourhood of which there 1s a Precipice adjoining 
| to the Lake, which is ſhe'd as the Sheep place, from whence the 
Swine were thrown down by the Devils that enter'd them. Does 
not Origen here ſufficiently intimate his Belief of the Letter of 
the Story, when he points out the very place, where it was ſup- 
poſed to have happen d? 8 
LET. this then ſuffice for a Specimen of Mr. Vs Acquain- 
tance with the Fathers, or of his Sincerity in reporting their Opi- 
nions: I ſhall examine no more of his Quotations on this head, 
and indeed I might well diſmiſs the Subject, having given (I 
think) a ſufficient Reply to all the Exceptions he has made to 
this Miracle. | 
" BUT it may not be amiſs (before I conclude) to add ſome 
farther Remarks upon this Story, becauſe there are Some (whoſe 
Opinion is of more Weight than Mr. 's) who ſeem to think 
the Circumſtance of Mens being poſſeſſed by Devils or Unclean 
Spirits in our Saviour's Days to be a great Difficulty, and there. 
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ſore they ſuſpeR, that nothing more than Madneſs is meant by 
ſuch a Poſſeflion 3 and for this Notion of theirs ey quote what 


the Jews ſaid of Feſus, John x. 20. He hath a 
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Woe bs, 


evil, and is 


Mad, ſuppoſing that a MHad-man was in the Fetiſh way of 


ſpeaking called one pyſeſsd with a Devil or Unclean Spirit, But 
the 0 ruth is, that the Jetos reckon'd this One ſort of Madneſs, 
( 2 


and the Worſt ſort ; but they diftinguiſh'd between This and 
what we properly call Madneſs ariſing from ſome Diſtemper 


Jof the Body: So that tho” they called all Perſons poſſeſs'd with 


the Ddvil by the Name of Mad-men, yet they did not give to all 
EZMad-men the Name of Perſons thus poſſeſs' d: And they diſtin- 


Fouiſh'd very rightly in the Caſe; for in the Inſtance of this Mi- 
Fracle before us, we find that the Devils Spake out of the poſe 


ſeſs'd Perſons, they were Sent out of them, and they Enter'd 


into the Herd of Swine : - Perſonal Actions as well as Speeches 


are aſcrib'd to them, which can never be aſcrib'd to meer 
ZPhrenfy and Madneſs; for had there been nothing more than 
ZMadnefſs, then, when it ceas'd in the Men, it would have had 


no Influence on the Stine; whereas that, which went out of 


the One and enter'd into the Other, muſt have had a Diſtin& 
Being and Exiſtence of its Own. This therefore is the true 
Goſpel Notion of Demoniacts, they were not Mad. men only, 
but they were poſſeſs d by Uuclean Spirits; and if Feſus bo 
prov'd to have*ome from God, he could not have been unac- 
Zquainted' with the immaterial World, and therefore no one can 
Freaſonably "refuſe to believe the Account, which he has given 
Jus, of the Operations of Evil Spirits upon Human Bodies. Had 
Ino Authors, but the Sacred ones, made mention of the Demo- 
Rniacks of thoſe Days, yet the Scripture- Teſtimony would have 
been ſufficient . But there are unqueſtionable Authors which 
agree in this Story, and ſpeak of Poſſeſs'd Perſons as no un- 
Zcommon Sight in their Days „Hue (n) = that Solomon 
had from God the Art of caſting Devils out 9 Men and healing 
eben; and that he compos'd Charms for aſſwaging the Diſeaſe, 
Rand left behind him Forms of Adjuration, by which the Devils 
vere ſo effeftually caſt out as never to return again; and he adds, 
What this way of healing was prattis'd among his Countrymen even 


N down to his own Days. Whether the Fetus had fo effectual a 


X - (4) The Caſe of Perſons poſſeſſed with Devils or unclean Spirits is 
plainly diſtinguiſhed in the New Teflament from that of ſuch as were 
ict and Diſeaſed in St. Matt. x. 1. St. Mark i. 34. and xvi. 17, 18. 
St. Luke iv. 40, 41. and vii. 21. And it is diſtinguiſhed particularly 
from that of ſuch as were Lunaticks and Paralyticks in St. Matt. iv. 24. 
() Antiq. Jud. L. 8. c. 2. Hate dum paldr 5 Oed H 
ard Tor Aaporoy Te xvi as WptaAcuay ) FEEXTHAY Mis de- 
ei. pe re owlaZd Or a, πννƷE e,, jule, 
rens Nep xe xatiaime, ois UIgue Td e d 
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method of diſpoſſeſſing Men as Jeſephus thought, yet thus much 


— - 
» by -- - 2 — py — 4 — — 822 
— 
* —— —, | 
- I _ ———— a — K = . = 
— , - 7” Selb - . 2 —— - - 
a__ - A Pe N - — 
— 4 L * A 2 —_— _ = 
— * — _ 


The MIRACLES of Part II. 


rs plainly from his "Teſtimony, that there were Perſons 


poſſeſs d with Devils in his Days, and long before; nay he tells 
us in the ſame place, that he ſaw one diſpeſſeſi'd in the preſence 
of the Emperor Veſpaſian and his Family: and to prevent our 
miſtaking this Calamity for Madneſs, or any other Common 
and Natural Diſtemper, he explains what he means by being 
poſſeſs'd with Devils, when he (u) ſays, that what were call De- 


vill or Demons were the Spirits 7 Wicked Men, which enter d 
into living Perſons, and occaſion d t 


4 he Death of ſuch of them as 
met with no Help. Plutarch and Lucian mention Demoeniacks 


as well known in their Days, and Philaſtratus in his Life of 
Apollonius, among the Miraculous Cures which he aſcribes to 
him, bas a particular account of a Voung Man who had an 


Unclean Spit, (o) which made him wander from home, and led f 
the Deſolate parts of the Country, amidſt deep Valleys | 


him into 
and Precipices. Where the Reader may obſerve, that the ſame 
Circumſtances are ſaid to have attended this Young Man, as 


the Mad-men in the Goſpels: And whatever was the Truth of 


the Fact reported by Phileftratus, yet it ſhews both his Opinion | 
that there were Demoniacks àt that time, and that the Effects of 


ſuch Poſſeſſion were commonly the ſame as the Evangeliſts re- 
preſent them. I don't pretend to be able to a the Reaſon 


hy God permitted ſuch Inſtances to be ſo Frequent in thoſe 
Kees; but our Ignorance of the Reafon is no Argument L. 
riters 


the Fact, which we ſee is confirm'd, not by Chriſtian 
only, but by the additional "Teſtimonies of Jewiſh and Hea- 


| iſh Authors: Except we knew all the Ends and Deſigns of 
rovidence, we can never ſet ourſelves up for Judges whether 
the Means it makes uſe of are Wiſe or not: how often do we 
find ourſelves miſtaking the Wiſdom of even our Neighbour's 
Actions, for want of knowing what he has in view, and what 
the Circumſtances of his Affairs conſider d all together require? 


againſt things, 'which we read in the Sa- | 


And ſhall We object 
cred Writings, as Abſurd and Unreaſonable, when we Certainl 


are leſs able to fathom the Vaſt and Comprehenſive —_— of 

ittle, 
Narrow ones? A thouſand things may be True, which we can 
give no Account of, becauſe we are but Men; if therefore 
any one ſhould ask me, why the Devils, which Jeſus ſent out of 
theſe Mad men, defir'd leave to enter into Cattle to their De- 
ſtruction, I ſhould perhaps anſwer, that Feſus, who beſt knew | 
the Nature of ſuch Evil Spirits, has all along repreſented them 


Providence, than we are to pry into our Neighbours 
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to us as delighting in Miſchief; ang therefore it ſeems natural 
enough, that Beings of ſuch a Diſpoſition not expecting that 
Feſus would permit them to enter into Human Bodies for the 
very ſame reaſon that he was then forcing them out, ſhould 
deſire to miſchieve Man as much as they could in what is al- 
ways very dear to him, I mean his Property: And if it ſhould 
be asked again, why wy deſir'd to enter into a Herd of Swine 
rather than into any other Herd, I might anſwer that poſſibly 
no other Herd was there, or they might reaſonably have thought 
that Jeſus was not ſo likely to og in This Caſe as in an 
bother, uſe the Owners of the Swine were juſtly Puniſhable 
with their Deſtruction. Theſe Anſwers I might perhaps give to 
ſuch Enquirers ; but I ſhould think that theſe Anſwers (like their 
Queſtions}. were more Curious than Neceſſary, and ſhould not 
think myſelf bound to prove more than that they are Probable: 
for to all Reaſonable Men it is ſufficient to ſhew (as I have done 
already) that 255 having wrought the greateſt of Miracles in 
raiſing himſelf from the Dead, there can be no foundation for 
doubting of the Truth of this Miracle wrought on the Mad. men, 
even tho” there were leſs of Light to be drawn from Reaſon and 
Hiſtory for clearing up the ſeveral Circumſtances of it. 
T 0 conclude ; having examin'd carefully all the Objections 
which Mr. V. has rais'd againſt theſe two Actions of our 
Saviour, I may venture to ſay, that the Reader muſt by this 
time be ſatisfy'd of the Weakneſs and Unfairneſs of that Au- 
Z thor's attempts. I ſhall endeayour to ſhew more of them in 
two other Diſcourſes of this nature: In the mean while I hope, 
that it will ever be remembred againſt ſuch Unbelievers, that 
Things may ſeem Difficult to them, only becauſe they are Igno- 
rant; and that there is a Wide Difference between a Paſlige's 
„net being to be Underſtood, and Their not Underſtanding it. 
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y The End of the Second Part. 


PART M T HI R D. 
CONTAINING 


Defence of the Literal Story of JESUS's cauſing 
the BARREN FIG-TREE to Wither away, 


A N D 


His Turning the WATER into WINE. 


Lord Bacon, that a little Philoſophy inclines Mens 

WE Minds to Atheiſm, but that Depth in Philoſophy 

a BYE brings them about to Religion again: and it may as 
juſtly be ſaid, that a ſlender Acquaintance with the 
Scripture furniſhes Men with Doubts and * — 

tions, from which a thorough Knowledge of it would ſoon 
eaſe them. A greater Inſtance of this can ſcarcely be given 
than in the fix Diſcourſes not long ſince publiſhed upon our Sa- 
viour s Miracles, in which every Intelligent Reader muſt be at 
a loſs, whether he ſhould moſt admire the Boldneſs or the Ig- 
norance of the Author; for thro' the Whole there appears ſuch 
an Unacquaintedneſs with the Zewih Hiſtory, Cuſtoms and 
Forms of ſpeaking, as ſhews that there are Arts which Mr. W. 
is not enough Maſter ; and ſuch a want of Sincerity in his 


Quotations and Applications of them, as ſhews that there is an 


Art which he is too much Maſter of. 
IN oppoſition to what he has ſo boldly advanced in thoſe Di/- 


courſes, my firſt Part began (where every Rational K 4 
ew- 


the Truth of the Chriſtian Revelation ſhould begin) with 

ing by Direct Proof, that Feſus did truly Raiſe himſelf from the 
Dead, as he had foretold ; that the- profeſs'd N of his 
Reſurrection could not poſſibly be Deceiv'd in this Matter, the 
Evidence which they had for it being ſuch as excluded all Miſ- 
take, upon any Suppoſition whatever; and that there is as ſtrong 
Proof of their not intending to Deceive us by a Falſe Teſtimony, 


as any Fact is capable of receiving, nay more than any other Fact 
in the World ever did receive. | | 


AND this ſure Foundation being laid, the Conſequence, 


Which was then drawn from it, ſeems clear and undeniable, _ 
9; | | t 


r 


f 
1 
| 
4 


, n 


(p) See St. Matt. xxi. 19, c. and St. Mark xi. 13, Cc. 
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that if Zeſus wrought this One Miracle, which muſt be allowed 
to have been the greateſt that could be wrought, it is Unrea- 
ſonable, it is Perverſe, not to-allow the Reality of the Other 
Miracles which the Evangeliſts aſcribe to him : And therefore 
all Objections raiſed againſt the Literal Story of them, (if they 
could be anſwered no other way), yet might receive a ſatisfactory 
Anſwer Dy ſaying, that the Miracle being a True one, it is highly 
Improbable that any of the Circumſtances, with which the 
Story of it is told, were otherwiſe. Things may ſeem ſtrange 
and difficult to Us at ſuch a diſtance of time, and this is we 
accounted for; but there is no account to be given, why the 
Evangeliſts ſhould, in relating a Real Miracle, add ſuch falſe 
Circumſtances to it, as would help to deſtroy its Credit. 80 
that the Queſtion comes to this, whether an Apoſtle or Mr. V. 
is to be Believed ; an Apoſtle who was Eye-witneſs to the Fact, 
or Mr. W. who was no Eye-witneſs, and whom in ſeveral 
other Inſtances I have proved to be a Falſe Witneſs. 

WITH this Evidence then in hand I enter'd (in my ſecond 
Part) upon a 2 Examination of the two firſt Miracles of 
Feſus, which Mr. W. had objected to, and I endeavoured to clear 
the Literal Story of them from all the Difficulties which he had 
loaded them with: and in the courſe of this Enquiry I now and 
then ſet before him ſome Inſtances of the Diſingenuity of his Quo- 
tations from the Fathers and others, that he might at leaſt ſee 
that he was diſcover'd, and never expect that his bare Word 
ſhould paſs for Current in any Argument hereafter. 

MV preſent Deſign is to do the ſame by two more of the 
Miracles, which he has endeavoured to expoſe ; but as I am 
not bound to follow the Order in which he has plac'd the Mi- 
racles, (a Thing of no weight either to his Cauſe or Mine), I 
have ſingled out thoſe which he profeſſes to have treated the 
moſt Ludicrouſh, and which I thought to want the moſt help 
towards vindicating the Literal account of them. I ſhall there- 
fore without further Preface enter upon 


III. THE Story of (p) Jeſus's curſing the Fig-tree, not de- 
ſpairing to convince even Him, that it was neither an Abſurd, 
Fooliſh and Ridiculous, nor a Malicious and UIl-natur'd Act, as 
he has been pleas'd in his mannerly way to call it, in Diſc. iii. p. 4. 

T HE Reader may not be at leiſure enough to approve of a 
Solemn Anſwer to every Trifle ; and therefore I ſhall confine 
myſelf to ſuch Objections made by Mr. V. againſt the Literal 
account of this Miracle, as are of moſt Weight, and may ſeem 
to deſerve ſome Conſideration ; and they are theſe Three. 


HOW could Jeſus expect to find Fruit upon this Fig tree, 


when the time of Figs was not yet! p. 6, 


— 
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WHAT Right had he to the Fruit, if he had found 
VIS the Tree? p. 8. and 3 
HAT Right had he to ſmite the Tree with a Curſe, when 
it was none of his Property? p. 8. 

1 f. THE firſt of theſe Queſtions has indeed ſomething Ma- 

rial in it, becauſe as St. Mark xi. 13. reports this Fact in our 

ranſlation, there is more room for Cavil than in any other In- 
ſtance which Mr. V. has ſingled out to quarrel with: St. Mar#'s 
words are theſe, And ſeeeing a Fig-tree afar off having Leaves, he 
came, if haply he might fd any thing thereon ; and when he came 
to it, he found nothing but Leaves, for the time of Figs was not yet. 

AT firſt fight any Candid Reader would imagine, that the 
Paſſage was ſome how miſunderſtood, and that the Evangeliſt, 
who writes ſo good ſenſe in the other parts of his Goſpel, would 
not have write downright Nonſenſe in This. 

AND therefore I ſhall endeavour to clear up this Matter; 
for the doing of which I ſhall ſhew two things, viz. that at the 
time when 54 went up to the Fig-tree, it was a Seaſon to 
expect to find ripe Figs in Judæa; and ſecondly, that the words 
of St. Mark may be underſtood ſo as to be conſiſtent with this 
Circumſtance. 

WHOEVER reads the Goſpels carefully may be convinc'd 
that the Day, on which Teſus wrought this Miracle on the Fig- 
tree, was about the eleventh of the firſt F-w1h Month called 
Niſan, or Tueſday before the A ox" Mr. V. indeed ſays, that 
(q) there are no grounds from the Text to think ſo, but there are 
grounds from that Text compar'd with others, and the Proof 
of it is ſo plain that none but one, whoſe Underſtanding is per- 

lex'd or his Will depraved, could well miſs it: For it is well 
Een. that the Fews kept the Paſſver on the fourteenth day 
of their Firſt Month, Niſan; which (being a Lunar Month, 
as all their Months were, and therefore beginning with the firſt 
appearance of the New Moon) began ſometimes Earlier, and 
ſometimes Later in the Year ; if the Year be conſider'd purely 
as Solar, as it is among Us: And to this ſhifting of Niſan in the 
Solar Year We have endeayoured to adapt the keeping of our 
Eafter, in Commemoration of our Saviour's Reſurrection, u 
the Sunday next after the fifteenth of the Jewiſb Month Niſan; 
and therefore with Us Eaſter falls ſometimes as Early as the 
22d of March, and ſometimes as Late as the 25th of April. 

THE Point then to be enquir'd into is this; Whether about 
three days before the Paſſover, or about the eleventh day of Ni- 
ſan, there uſed to be any Figs in Fudza ſo Ripe, as to be fit for 
gathering and eating. | | | 

THAT Some Fruits of the Earth were then Ripe, we may 
be Sure: For (r) Foſephus ſays, that at the time of the Paſſever 
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ſome Fewiſh Robbers made an Excurſion from the Caſtle of 
Maſſada, and carried off all the Ripe Fruits belonging to the 
Toben of Engaddi. | 

WE find alſo, that the Month Niſan was called Abib, or ra- 
ther was deſcribed by its being the Month of Abib, i. e. of the 
growing Ripe of the Fruits of the Earth: And the Jewiſb Har- 
veſt always began in their Month Ni/an ; for by comparing Jo- 
ua, chap. iii. 25. and Chap. iv. 19. together, it appears that on 
the tenth — of their firſt Month Niſan, the Iſraelites paſſed over 


—— 


— 
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Jordan, and it then (5) overflowed its banks, which (as is there | 
3 Ffaid) is uſed to do all the time of the Harveſt. 4 
| AGREEAB LX to which, mention is made in Levit. chap. | | 


ii. and chap. xxiii. of the F;r/t-Fruits, which were to be offer d 
up to God on the morrow of the Sabbath, which followed the 
Paſſrver. A Sheaf of the Firſi-Fruits was to be waved before 
the Lord; and, to make a Meat-offering of thoſe Firſt-Fruits, 
the Green hn Ripe) ears of Corn, (i. e. of Barley, which was 
the ſooneſt Ripe) were to be dried by the fire, even corn beaten 
out of full ears, 
| HE Caſe was, that the Barley and many other Fruits were 
always Ripe in Fudea at the time of the Paſſover; if the Fews 
found (before the Month of Niſan began), that there was no 
likelihood of their being Ripe about the time of the Paſſover, 
or fourteenth of Niſan, they were wont to intercalate a Month, 
calling it Ve- adar or Adar over again, and placing it between 
the laſt Month Adar, and the firſt Month Man By the help 
of this it always happen'd, that their Barley and earlieſt Fruits 
were Ripe at the time of the Paſſover (t) On the ſecond day 
aſter it began, the ſolemn offering of the Firſt-Fruits (before 
mention'd) was made in the Temple; till this was done, (u) no 
Few was allow'd to reap his Barley, or gather his Fruits into his 
Store- houſez and as ſoon as this was done, the Harveſt and In- 
gathering began in Fudæa; which continued for fifty days with- 
out any or with very little Intermiſſion, the Wheat-Harveſt fol- 
lowing immediately after the Barley-Harveſt, as appears from 
Ruth ii. 23. and from 2 Sam. xxi. 9. And at the end of thoſe 
days, viz. on the day of Pentecoſt, called the Feaſt of the Har- 


{s) This overflowing of Fordan was probably occaſioned by the 
latter rain (as the Scriptures call it), which always fell in Judza a 
little before the time of the Harveſt, and therefore came very ſea- 
ſonably to plump their Grain and Fruits, before they were reap'd 
or gather'd. ä 

7 ) Theſe Circumſtances are Confirm d by Joſephus in Antiq. Jud. 
lib. 3. c. 10. 25 J LT F *ACU par nuepd, n ig avrn x 
Jex, F Kaprav. us eig ay, (s nale ve rege, auTw!) 
pSTarauCdviaory x, + Ge νννινννννẽðHůi . Sino = mpwTot, 
map's I Lolas 1d Fivyo), T dnapyds wid 7 Reibe 
Smet peo! retro 8 re &e. | | | 

6 Levit. xxiii. 14. 
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veſt, Exod. xxii. 16. the Jews offer d up two Cakes made of New 
Wheat, which were the Fir/t- Fruits of the Bread ſpoken of in 
Levit. xxiii. 17. and (x) with this Offering their Harveſt was cloſed. 

THE deſign of mentioning theſe things is, to ſhew when the 
Harveſt began in Fudza ; the Uſe of which Obſervation will 


— in what follows. 


E come now to enquire, whether it is likely, that F;gs were 7 


Ripe (as ſome other Fruits were) about the time of the Paſſover, 
when our Saviour is ſaid to have ſought for them: And indeed 
there ſeems to be little Difficulty in the Caſe, if we only Sup- 
poſe, that in {ar they cultivated that Sort of Fig-trees, which 
the Greeks diſtinguiſh'd by the name of Bipoes:, and the Latins 
of biferæ, upon account of their regularly producing two Crops 
of Figs in the Year : Of theſe ( / Pliny mentions two Sorts, 
the White and the Black, and deſcribes them as having one 
Crop Ripe at the time of Harveſt, and the other at the time 
of 'Vinta : The Figs, which are moſt common with Us, 
both the White, and what our Gardiners call the Blue (the ſame 
with Pliny's Black), are of that Sort, tho* the ſecond Crop comes 
but ſeldom to perfection in England. If then the Fig-trees in 
Fudæa were of this double- bearing ſort; and if they kept pace 
with the Harveſt and Vintage, as Pliny deſcribes them to do, 
the firſt Crop would generally be Ripe at or about the time of 
the Paſlover, i. e. at the time of the ge Harveſt and ſome 
few forward Figs of that Crop a little Earlier; and then ſome 
of the ſecond Crop might well have accompanied the Grapes, 
which the Spies brought out of Canaan, upon their Return from 
ſearching the Land. ; 
_ BESIDES (z) Foſephus tells us, that at the End of the 
Winter Herod beſieged Feruſalem, and that, after a Siege of five 
Months, it was taken in the third Month, i. e. the Month Siwan, 
which anſwers to the laſt half of our May, and the firſt of our 
June, wn at lateſt) to thelaſt half of our June and the firſt of 
our July Count then back from thence, and you will find that 
the Winter ended, and the Spring began in ZFudea about the mid- 
dle of our Fanuam, or (at the lateſt) about the (a) middle of our 


(x) See Fuller's Miſcel, Sacr. lib. 3.c. 11, 8 
Nat. Hiſt. lib. 15. c. 18. Sunt præterea eadem ſerotinæ & præ- 
coces, biſeræ, alba ac nigra, cum meſſe vindemigque matureſcentes. On 
which F. Hardowin's Note is This; Sunt præterea (inguit ) bifere, 
alba nigraque, quæ & ſerotinum ecedem cum vindemia, & præcocem pari- 
ter cum meſſe ferant. omg "TORS 
2 Compare what he ſays De Bello Jud, lib. 1. cap. 17, 18, with 
*what be ſays in Antiq. Jud. Lib. 14. c. 16. Edit. Hudſon. | 
(4) Rather about the middle of January, than that of February; 
for in Jah, which lies not ſo much to the Southward as Judæa, the 
Spring according to Ovid began on February 9. 
Quintus ab aquoreis nitidum jubar extulit. undis | 
Lucifer, & primi tempora Ferit erunt, _ Faſt, ii. 149. 
February. 
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February. Now Solomon in Cantic. ii. 13. among other marks 
of the Winter's being ended, and conſequently of the Spring's 
being begun in Judæa, deſcribes This to be one: The 4 — 
putteth forth her green Figs; or rather, The Fig-tree hath given a 
Stweetneſs, or Ripeneſs, to the Unripe Fig; for the (b) Original 
words are thus to be tranſlated : If therefore in the middle of our 
January, or (if you will) February, the Figs were ſo forward in 

ud za, as Then to have a Sweetneſs and to be Ripening, is it Un- 
reaſonable to conclude; that in ſo Warm and Fruitful a Climate, 
as that Country was, there might be Ripe Figs, and fit for 
Eating, in the latter end of our March, or before, the latter end 
of our April; which was the time, when our Saviour ſought for 
them on this Fig- tree? ; 

TO what has been ſaid may be added, that Toſephus deſcrib- 
ing the Fruitfulneſs of the Country of Genneſareth, which was 
a part of Judæa, ſays that it (c) afforded Figs and Grapes ten 


— e temn Ald; 


(b) Paggiah, render'd Green Figs, is a word no where found in the 
Old Teſtament except in this place: but it is a common word amon 
the Arabians, and ſignifies crudum, immaturum, as a learned F pak. 
informs me ; who finds Aben-Ezra too explaining it by Fruit before 
it is Ripe or Mellow. 

Kanat, render'd putteth forth, ſignifies condivit aromatibus in 
Gen. I. 2, 3, and 26. the only places where it is uſed : from thence 
by a Metaphor it is apply'd to Fruits, and ſignifies (as the above- 
mention'd Gentleman aſſures me) in the Arabick Tongue, rubnit, 
maturuit : So that the Senſe of the Paſſage will be this; The Fig-tree 
hath begun to make her Figs Ripe, which were before Unripe, or Sweet 


which avere before Saur. L. Capellus's Note upon the Place agrees 


with this; proprie (ſays he) MATURAT e DULCORAT, dulces facit; 
nam kanat eff aromatibus condire; unde, ad fructus tranſiatum, eſt 
acerbum & auſterum eorum ſaporem weluti condire, hoc eft, maturando 
dulciorem reddere. on 

(e De Bello Jud. lib. 3.9. g 7s ν ovrter Sixz une 
adianhanlu; Yopnye, Tus 5 Ali, xapTes I tvs (al. Sic Sous) 
As Teprynpaouo/]ags Au (al. s,: Where Le eþhus muſt 
mean that the Grapes and Figs were growing during thoſe ten Months; 
not meerly, that dried Grapes and Figs might be preſerved there ſo 
long; for in leſs Favourable Climates they will laſt all the Year 
round: Julian in his Epiſt. to Serapion carries this matter farther, and 
days of Fig-trees in- general, that they, and they only, bear Figs all 
the Year round, the Young ones beginning to grow as ſoon as the 
Old ones were gather'd; and then adds, © Se, opnoiv X "Opn-05 ev 
ANA” Ni, Tos KapTis dAANHAGS MYNEZT KEY £ alluding to 


Homer's Odyſſ. lib. 7. 

ON tn" ſy YNearre, miner f om WNAG, 
Abrap emit Sapuny , Toro! of emi GUnQ. | 
From whence I ſuſpect that Zo/ephus, in this Paſſage before us, wrote 


tmiynesoxorlas diele, and borrow'd his Expreſſion, as Julian did, 
from what Homer had ſaid concerning Alcinous's Garden, 
Months 
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Months in the Year without Intermiſſion; and tho? ſome allow - 
ance is to be made for the Extraordinary Growth in that Terri- 
tory, yet the other Parts of 7udea muſt be ſuppoſed to have af- 
forded theſe Fruits for ſeveral Months in the Year, eſpecially 
That where the Fig-tree grew; it being between Feru/alem and 
Bethany, i. e. in the Lot of the Tribe of Benjamin, which (as 
the ſame (d) Author tells us) was ſecond to no part of Canaan in 
Fruitfulneſs, | 

UPON ſuch Authorities as theſe, we know what to make of 
the Fir/t-ripe Figs ſo often mention'd by the Prophets of the Old 
Teſtament. For God ſays in Ho. ix. 10. t fr your Fathers 
as the fir/t-ripe in the Fig-tree, at her time: and theſe Early Figs 
ſeem to have been much eſteem'd among the Jeu, for Ferem. 


xxiv. 2. ſpeaks of a Bastet, that had very good Figs, even like 


the Figs that are fir/t-ripe: and (to mention no other 1 on 
the Greedineſs. with which the Fews uſed to gather this Pleaſant 
Fruit, is thus emphatically deſcribed b of xxviii. 4. As the 
haſty Fruit (i. e. (e) the firſt. ripe Fig) before the Summer; 
which, when he that looketh upon it, ſeeth it, while it is yet () on 
its bough, he eateth it up; i. e. he, that ſpieth it out, is ready 
to devour it, before he can gather it; ſo very fond are men of 
this ſort of Figs: And that we may not miſtake the Seaſon, 
when theſe coveted Figs were pluck'd for Eating, Iſaiab here 
tells us, that it was before the Summer, which muſt have begun 
Judæa (at leaſt) as early as the Paſſover, becauſe the Harveſt 
an then, | 

ROM all which it may (I tank) be fairly concluded, that 
the Figs in Judæa were commonly fo Ripe, as to be fit for Eat- 
ing at the time when our Saviour went up to this Fig-tree ; and 
that this firſt Crop of Figs was of ſo good a kind, or was ſo Wel- 
come, becauſe it was the Earlieſt, that Travellers among the 
Jeus were deſirous of gathering them, when they met with 
them; and laſtly, that 22 ſeeing this Fig- tree to have Leaves 
upon it, (which in Fig- trees always come later than the Fruit) 
had good reaſon to go up to it (as it is ſaid he did), expecting to 
find Fruit thereon. | | 


a 


(4) Antiq. Jud. Lib. 5. c. 1. 

(e) L* Pr 9 UN. 

{f) The Original word becappo fignifies on its bough, and ſhould 
be ſo render'd . not as in our Bible in his hand: for the LXX 
had plainly that firſt ſenſe in view, when they render'd the place 
thus, p es TY Ade dvts nabav dur, sere he takes it into 
Bis hand, i. e. while it is yet on its bough. R. Kimchi upon the place 
lays, My konoured Father, whoſe Memory be bleſſed, expound becappo 


5 on its bough, (agreeably to that of Job xv. 32, and his branch | 
ippatho Hall not be green) : As much as to fay, As ſoon as ever he | 


Sees it on the bough, he devours it, out of the great fondneſs which 

»e has for it. And ſo the Plural kappoth ſignifies branches or boughs 

in Levit. xxiii. 40. | | 
WHAT 
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WHAT remains then to be proved is This; that the Words 
of St. Mark, « 4 i xa; ouxar, may be fo interpreted as to 
be conſiſtent with what has been already ſhewn, 

AND Mr. V. himfelf has furniſh'd us with (g) an Interpre- 
tation of the words which will ſerve the purpoſe; for he has fal- 
len in with ſome of the Modern Commentators, and has recom- 
mended the reading of St. Mark's words by way of Interroga- 
tion, for was it not the time of Figs ? Admitting this ſmall change, 
and putting a part of the Sentence into a Parentheſis, the whole 
Verſe will run thus; And ſeeing a Fig-tree afar off having 
Leaves, he came if haply he might find any thing thereon (and 
when he came to it, he found nothing but Leaves); for was it not 
the time of Figs? By the help of the Parentheſis the laſt words 
are a good reaſon for what went immediately before the Paren- 
theſis, i. e. for Feſus's AN find Fruit upon the Tree: 
And this way of writing might be ſhewn to be very common in 
all Authors, eſpecially the Sacred ones. 

UPON this Interpretation of the words Mr. V. ſays that all 
the Difficulty vaniſhes ; but this he ſays, after he had made the 
moſt of this Difficulty, and expos'd St. Zdart's account with all 
the Raillery and Il|-will that he could ſhew, for (%) a page or 
two together. Where then is the Candor, where the Honeſty 
of ſuch a Behaviour? What? ridicule the Evangeliſt. as guilty 


of an Abſurdity, and yet have a Solution of that Abſurdity ready 


at hand? A plain Mark that it is not Truth which this Author 
aims at! but this is only one Mark out of many. 

AND yet I can help Mr. V. to another Solution of this Diffi- 
culty, where there is no Change of the Point, and which I pre- 
fer to His, as more Natural, and anſwering the purpoſe with 
the fame effect: Suppoſe then, that by the words, Fd the time of 
Figs was not yet, may be meant, that the time of gathering Figs 
was not yet come; and thus, keeping the Parentheſis, as before 
plac'd in the middle of the Sentence, we may underſtand the 
words as a reaſon given why Jeſus came if haply he might find 
any thing on the Fig-tree. The Fig-harveſt (if I may fo call the 
Gathering-time) was not yet arrived : On the ſecond day of 
Unleaven'd Bread, which was about five or fix days after This, 
the Firſt-Fruits of all, that was then Ripe, were ſolemnly of- 
fer'd in the Temple, and till Then the Owners of the Fig-trees 
were not allow'd to gather in their Fruit ; ſo that till Then they 
were oblig'd to let their Figs (tho' Ripe) hang on the Trees, 
and conſequently five or 2 days before That Day (i. e. 
when Jeſu went up to this Tree) any Traveller might ex- 
pect to find Fruit upon the Fig-trees which he met with in his 

ourney. 
J THAT by the time of Figs, may be here meant the time of 
gathering them, is no new Opinion of mine; It has been main- 
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tained by (i) Dr. Lucas and (#)-Biſhop Lind; and I find 
Dr. mentioning it as the Ingenious Expoſition of a 
Reverend and Learned Biſhop, whom he does not name, but 
who (I think) is Biſhop Kidder ; and tho' he does not agree with 
him, yet he declares that he ſhould acquieſce in this Interpretas 
tion, if he could find it prov'd that any Figs were fit to be ga- 
thered at the Paſſover. his (I think) I have prov'd with ſuch 
a degree of Evidence as Dr. J/hitby would have admitted. And 
that the time of Figs may ſignify the time of gathering them, 
there is good Authority from the Writings of the ſacred Penmen. 
This ſeems to be the Senſe of the word xe, time or ſeaſon, 
in P/al. i. 4. (according to the LX Ty (1) which ſhall give its 
Fruit in its Seaſon, i. e. at the time of gathering it: And this 
(I think) is the Senſe of the word in St. Mar, xii. 2. but pars 
ticularly in St. Matt. xxi. 34. who ſays, that when the Lord 
of the Vineyard in the Parable ſent his Servants to the Husband- 
men, that they might receive the Fruits of 4t, it was when the 
time of the Fruit drew near, dre nſyioewv 6 k,? TW xaptov, 
i. e. when the time of gathering them was at hand; for, it 
being moſt natural to ſuppoſe, that the Servants were not ſent 
more early than was needful, the time of ripe Grapes was pro- 
bably then actually come, and only the time of gathering them 
drew near. | „ M38 1 

BUT let Mr. V. chooſe which Solution he will, (his Own, 
if he pleaſes), he muſt acknowledge, that there is a ſufficient 
anſwer given to the ſuppos'd Unrea mablendf of Feſus's expetting 
to find Fruit out of Seaſon. 57 : & 
HAVING dwelt pretty long on this head, becauſe it con- 
tain'd the moſt material part of his Diſcourſe, I ſhall now pro- 
ceed briefly to the ſecond Objection. | 

2 F WHAT Legal Right had Jeſus to the Fruit, if he had 
found any on the Tree ? | | 

T O which I anſwer, that he had a Right, and a Bone 
too, tho' he was neither Landlord nor Tenant, (as Mr. V. ex- 
preſſes it) nor had any Houſe or Land of bis own by Law, And 
what I ſay, will be proved thus, There is a Law given by God 
to the Fews in Deut. xxiii. 24, 25. to this purpoſe, I hen thou 
comeſt into thy Neighbour's Vineyard, then thou mayeſt eat grapes 
to thy fill, at thine own pleaſure ; but thou ſhalt not put any in thy 
Veſſel: And when thou comeſt into the ſtanding Corn of thy Neigh- 
bours, then thou mayeſt pluck the Ears with thine hand, but thou 
ſhall not move a Sickle unto thy Neighbour's flanding Corn. 


(#) See his Sermons, Vol. 3. Serm. 1. p. 10. 

) See his Hiflory of the laſt Paſſover of Chriſt (printed, but 
never publiſhed) in St. Martin's Library. 

(1) O* zapmriy dur? Swow ir naiew avtz. And thus the time 
of Corn is the time of reaping it, as in Job v. 26, LXX. Jo ep 
olTos Dep; 44.74 tatiply vrautiuir O 
BISHOP 
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- BISHOP Patrick in his Commentary on this place ſays, that 
the Fetiſh Doctors extended this Law (and indeed the Reaſon 
of the Law extended it) not only to Grapes and Corn, the two 
mention'd Particulars ; but to Olives, Figs, Dates, and all com- 
mon eatable Fruits: And (mn) Foſephus confirms this by applying 
the Law to ripe Fruits of this kind in general, and adding. that 
the benefit of this Indulgence reached not only to Jews, but to 
all Travellers (whether Natives or not) on the high-way in Judæa; 
who had a Right by virtue of this Law, to eat of any ripe 
Fruits that they met with, as freely as if they were their own 
Property. This then being a Part of the Common Law of the 
Country, and no man having ſuch a Property in his Fruit-trees, 
as to exclude Travellers and Paſſengers from this Benefit, Feſus 
would have done no Injury to the Owner of this Fig-tree, if he 
had found Figs upon it, and gathered them; becauſe he would 
only have done what he had a Right to do, and what all his 
Countrymen lawfully did on the like occaſion. What then muſt 
we ſay of this Author, who inſinuates, that Jeſus would have 


been a Rob-Orchard, if he had had an Opportunity? Vile inſi- 


nuation! and no leſs Weak than Vile, ſince it is founded on an 
Ignorance of this Jewiſh Law, which was ſo eaſy to be known 

-I come then to the tte! $Y3 42 
$. And laſt Objection, which is this, Nhat Right had 


3 : 
Jeſus to ſmite this Tree with a Curſe, when it was none of his 


er ol 

; A ND to this ſeveral ſufficient anſwers have been frequently 
given ; for. brevity's ſake I ſhall content myſelf with giving One 
at prelent: 9 — f 
A CCORDING to the Chriſtian Scheme, which ſuppoſes 

þ fur to be (what I have prov'd him in my firſt Part to be) a 
rophet ſent from God, and acting by the Spirit of God, there 
is no Difficulty in juſtifying this his behaviour : For God muſt be 
allowed to have a ſuperior Right over all 1 and a Property 
in them of a higher Nature than any that a Human Owner of 
them has. Not only all the Beaſts of the Foreft are his (as God 
himſelf declares by the Pſalmiſt, l. 10.) but ſo are the Cattle upon 
a any Homer Hills: and it is in virtue of this Right that God is 
often found in the Old Teſtament threatning the Zewws by his Pro- 
hets, that he would lay their Land waſte, and deſtroy all the 
Trees with their Fruits for the Puniſhment of their Sins: And 
thus we find in our Saviour's days, that the Fews had (u) filled 
up the meaſure of their Iniquities, and were at this very time, 
when Feſus ſmote the Fig-tree with a Curſe, devoted with their 
Country to Ruin and Deſtruction: The things which belong'd to 
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their peace, were even then hid from their Eyes, as he tells 
them Luke xix. 42. and he goes on in the following verſes to 
pronounce the Sentence already decreed againſt Feruſalm. 
AND we find farther, that the Execution of this Sentence 
was put into the hands of Jeſus under the title (o) of the ſon of 
man. Where then was the Injuſtice, if that Judgment, which he 
was authoriz'd to execute upon the whole Land and-all the 
Produce thereof, he executed (for a wiſe. and good-natur'd, 
Reaſon, as I will ſhew' by and by) upon onf Tree in his Life- 
time? Where all things are juſtly conſign'd over to Ruin, no In- 
jury is done, if ſome part has its Puniſhment haſten'd and brought 
upon it before the time is come for the reſt: as when ſeveral 
men are ſentenc'd to Death for the ſame Crime, it is no Injuſtice 
to call immediately for the Forſeit of one Life among them, and 
leave the others for ſome other Convenient ſeaſon. It is juſt 
the ſame with a Nation conſider'd as conſiſting of Parts; the 
Ruin of ſome Cities, Houſes, or Trees may juſtly take place of 
the reſt, where all are given over to Deſtruction: And therefore 
Feſus, if he had a Right to execute a Curſe on the whole Land 
of Judæa, muſt be allowed a Right to execute a Curſe upon ſo 
ſmall a Part of it, as this Fig-tree was. | 
AND leſs Objection ſtill is to be made againſt it, if he de- 

3 the Puniſhment of this Tree for an Emblem to the Jetos 

of what their Caſe then was, and what their Puniſhment would 
ſhortly be: for it was not Paſſion and Diſappeintment in not 
finding Figs on it, when he was Hungry, that ſet him to work 
this . ; that is Mr. s ill-natur'd ſuggeſtion, for which 
he has no Authority unleſs his own Experience of what Lengths 
of Miſchief Paſſion and Diſappointment may perhaps have carried 
Him. But this Action of Jeſus had a higher and a more worthy 
End and View in it; for St. Mat. xxi. 19. relates this proceed- 
ing of Feſus towards the Fig-tree as well as St. Mark, and joins 
to the account of it two Parables, which he ſpake about the — 
time to the eros, and which he concludes with this remarka- 
ble application, Therefore I ſay unto you, The Kingdom of God ſhall 
be taken away from you, and given to a Nation bringing forth the 
Fruits thereof, ver. 43. which is a Key to open our Saviour's 
meaning in his blaſting the Fig-tree as well as in his two Para- 
bles: for from thence this Moral may be gather'd, that the Fig- 
tree is the Jewiſh Nation, that the Kingdom of God or the Goſ- 
pel was preached to them, but they were Barren; they would 
not repent, and (as St. John the Baptiſt ſpeaks) bring forth fruits 
meet for Repentance. They were therefore taught by this Mira- 
cle perform'd on the Barren Fig-tree, that the Goſpel would be 
remov'd from them, and that (tor their rejecting it) they would 
be left to their own Unfruitful works if Bar tuch, and conſign'd 
over to Deſtruction, to wither away as a Nation, and be dried 


(0) Mat. xxiv. 30, 37, 38. Mark xili, 26. Luke xxi. 27, 36. 
up 
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from the roots. And the Sentence, Let no man eat fruit of 
1155 hereaſter ſor ever, has been hitherto verify'd, that unhappy 
Nation having continued in the ſame barren ſtate, and lying 
to this day under the Moral of the Curſe pronounced upon that 
Fig- tre. 5 | 

Y T was very uſual among the Eaſterns to expreſs Things by 


Actions; variety of Inſtances to this purpoſe might be given out 


of the Old and New Teſtament ; and therefore when the Warn- 


ing, given by this Action to the whole Nation of the Fews, was 
fo Charitable and Benevolent an one, it is meer Perverſeneſs to 
. Cavil at this Miracle, becauſe it was a Deſtructive one to the Tree: 
It was ſo, but it meant to prevent the Deſtruction of a Nation; 
and that, you will allow, was the Reverſe of a Malicious and 
Il natur d Act: But ſtrip it of this Moral, and ſuppoſe the Fig- 


tree to have only undergone the Puniſhment to which the whole 
Land was doom'd ; was it Therefore no Miracle ? may not 
God work a Miracle to Chaſtiſe as well as to Bleſs? Who or 
What preſcribes to him a Law to the Contrary ? Ananias was 
ſtricken Dead, and Ehmas the Sorcerer was ſmitten with Blind- 
neſs ; and were there Therefore no Miracles in theſe two. Caſes, 
becauſe there was Deſtruction? This way of arguing would be 
to rob God of his power of infliting Extraordinary Puniſhments 
, aſſert, that this Action of 
gfus is (p) not to be accounted for, becauſe it was to the De- 
ruttion of another man's harmleſs and inoffenſive Tree? And 


. why are Archbiſhop Jake and Mr. Chandler ſummon'd fo rudely 
before him, to reconcile with this and ſome other Miracles the 
3 Notion of a Miracle, which the One taught, and the 


ther (as be ſays) approved? For to execute a juſtly deſerved 
Puniſhment upon ſome Perſons or Things, - eſpecially if with a 
View to promote ſome great and general good, is an Action 
conſiſtent with the Perfections of God to intereſt himſelf in, ſuch 


as anſwers. to the Character of God as a Good and Gracious 
Being, and yhews his Love to Mankind and his Inclination to 
do them-good, which with Mr. Chandler are ſome of the Rules 
of J Gies by whom Miracles are perform'd. The beſt and 


molt Gracious of Earthly Monarchs do ſometimes Puniſh parti- 


. cular Perſons when Criminal, in Love and Goodneſs to their 
Subjects; and a contrary Behaviour would have more of Cruelty 


than Benevolence in it. And this I have ſhew'd to be the Caſe in 


the Driving the Buyers and Sellers out of the Temple, in the per- 


mitting the Devils to enter into the Herd of Swine to their De- 
firufion, and in this Miracle (now before us) of blaſting the Fig- 


tree: All which I have prowd to have been done by way of 


Puniſhment deſervedly inflited, and in ſuch Cafes Puniſhment is 
no Injury. This therefore is a full Defence of the Archbiſhop's 


and Mr. Chandler's Notions of a true Miracle. | 
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I think that there is nothing material on this head, which that 
Author has ſtarted, and which I have left unanſwer'd; unleſs it 


be his Peculiar reaſoning in p. 17, againſt the Letter of this Mi- 
racle, from what 22 


us ſays to his Diſciples on this occaſion, 
in Matt. xxi, 21. that if they had Faith, they ſhould not only do 


' what was done to the Fig-tree; but if they ſhould ſay to this 
Mountain, Be thou removed und caſt into the Sea, it ſhould be 
done Becauſe this was never Literally done by the Diſciples, 


* 


that we read of, therefore he concludes that Tf did not Li- 
terally curſe the Fig-tree. But might not the Diſciples have a 
Power given them to do this among other Miracles, without 
ever having occaſion to ſhew their Power in this Inſtance ? There 
might be neither a Failure in Jeſus's Promiſe, nor a Want of Faith 
in them for the doing this Miracle, and yet it might never have 


been perform'd, becauſe no proper Opportunity might have called 


for this Demonſtration of their Power : And with this anſwer I 

leave him, which may ſatisfy Others, tho* He perhaps may not 

receive it as ſatisfactor y. | 
I'N his Criticiſms upon the Greek Text, particularly upon 


St. Matthew's words, which he renders thus, p. 29. () Not as 
vet, or not until now, againſt the Age has fruit grown on thee, he 


has follow'd no. Commentator, and, I can promife him, will 


never be followed by any. 


one: That Father's 


BUT Ignorance may be excus'd in one, who has ſo much 
reater Faults to anſwer for: Before I cloſe the Subject of this 
Miracle, I ſhall give the Reader a Sample or two of his unfair 
method of quoting the Fathers. | 
Sr. Auſtin (according to him, p. 4.) very plainly ſays, that this 
Fad in Jeſus, upon 9 85 ition that it was done, was a fooliſh 
ords, as Mr. . himſelf has quoted them 
at the bottom of his page, are theſe, Hoc Factum, niſi Figura- 
tum, ſtultum invenitur, i. e. This which Jeſus did, was a Fooliſh 
Action, unleſs it had. ſome Figurative meaning. ls this ſaying 
that it was Fooliſh, upon ſuppoſition that it was done? Does not 
St. Auſtin expreſly allow it to have been done, when he ſays hoc 


 faftum? And does not he directly charge the Folly upon ſome- 


thing Elſe, upon a ſuppoſition that it had no other meaning than 
a Literal one? A Pen and a Spirit like that of St. 2 * might 
pu this Forgery in ſuch a Light as Mr. V. would not care 


or. 
AGAIN p. 16. he brings in Origen as ſaying, that there are 
ſome things ſpoken of in the Evangelifls as Facts, which were never 
tranſacted. But (r) Origen ſpeaks of the Hiſtorical parts of the 


(4) Myxer Wn od naprds y ee A diva, 1 
(r) Hiſtoria Scripturæ interdum inſerit quzdam vel minus geſta, 
vel quæ omnino geri non poſſunt; interdum quæ poſſunt geri, nec 


tamen geſta ſunt, De Principiis, L. 4. 8 5 
| | cripture 
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Scripture in general, and ſhews what he means, by the Inſtances 
which he gives out of the Old and New Teſtament, ſuch as 
God's walking in the Garden in the cool of the Day; his being 
ſpoken of as having Hands, and Mouth, and Ears; and with re- 
gard to the Goſpel-precepts he Inſtances in the plucking out a right 
e, and cutting off a right-hand, as things that might poſſibly be 
ane, but never were : And then he ſubjoins a requeſt to Bis Rea- 
ders not to think that it was his Opinion, that, becauſe ſome thin 
were not done according to the Letter of the Hiſtory, therefore he 
would deſtroy the Credit of the 8 3 
IF Mr. V. then had read the one Paſſage, he ſhould have 
read the other, and not have brought in Origen as giving a Teſti- 


mony which n diſclaims. 
IN p. 9. notes St. John of Feruſalem as ſaying, Arbor non 
eft juſle ficcata, the Fig- tree was not juſtly dried up. But theſe 
words are only a piece of the Sentence which runs thus, Dicat 
aliquis, Si fem non erat Ficorum, non peccavit Ficus, que 
fructum non habebat : ſi autem non peccavit, non eſt Juſt faccata, 
i. e. It may be objected, that if it was not the time of Figs, then the 
tree was not in fault for having none; and if it was nat in fault, 
then it was not Firſtly dried up. Where the Reader ſees, that what 
Mr. V. quotes as that Father's Sentiment, is only an Odjection 
which he puts into the mouth of ſome Adverſary to Chriſtianity: 
To which Objection he immediately ſubjoins an Anſwer (ſuch 
as it is), which he thought a ſufficient one, but which Mr. V. 
has Unfairly taken no notice of. | . 
THESE three Inſtances may ſuffice to ſhew what Credit 
2 be given to an Author, who advances Falſhoods ſo eaſy 
to | 


IV. T HE fourth Miracle which I ſhall endeavour to ſet free 
from ſuch Objections as Mr. V. has rais'd _ it, is that of 
(s) Jeſuss turning Water into Wine at the Marriage Feaſt in 
Cana of Galilze, John ii. 1, Sc. The Literal Story of which 
he has attack'd under the Character of a Jewiſh Rabbi, with all 
the Spite to Chriſtianity that the Ancient Jewiſh Rabbins ſhew'd 
to its Founder, and with ſuch ill Manners as no Modern Fews 
among Us (Lam perſuaded) would offer to a Church and State 
ſo Indulgent to them as Ours is. But, whether the Invective 
come from Few or Gentile, from the ſuppos d Rabbi or Mr. W. 
himſelf, it is as much Wanting in Proof, as it is Abounding in 


ice. | TE 

AN Outcry he has rais'd, and there ſeems at firſt Sight to be 
ſome Difficulty in the Story, .as he has manag'd it ; and there- 
fore I will examine to the Bottom all that He has advanc'd in his 
Own or the Rabbi's name. And in doing it I ſhall take the ſame 


| Mr. t Diſcourſe 4. p. 23- 
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Courſe as 1 have hitherto done, tho' I now find more Difficulty 
than formerly ; for his i rag, wage this Miracle lie in ſuc 
Confuſion, that this part of his Diſcourſe more particularly re- 
quires ſome Skill and Pains to bring it into any Order. eh: 
HOWEVER the Chief Objections are contain'd (or at leaſt 
will be anſwer'd) under theſe three Heads. | | 
HOW came Jeſus to vouchſafe his Preſence at a Wedding ? 


v. 20. | | 
” WHY did he ſupply the Gueſts with ſo large a Quantity of 
* 


Wine, when it is ſaid, that they had wel! drunk alrea 
. 24 31, „ anf*-; : 
f HOW came he to give ſuch an anſwer to his Mother, as, 


Woman, what have I to do with thee ® p. 32. 0 ; 
1 $ TO the firſt Queſtion, How came M vouchſafe his 


Preſence at a Wedding; I may anſwer with another Queſtion, 


Why ſhould he not have gone thither, when he was invited? 


Tradition ſays, that the Perſons, whoſe Wedding was then ce- 
lebrating, were * or Cleopas, and ſhe who in the Sacred 
Scripture is called Mary the Siſter of Feſus's Mother: but, 
without depending upon Tradition, it ſeems not unlikely from 
Tome Circumſtances of the Story, that they were either Relations 
to the Virgin Mary, or her Intimate Acquaintance ; for we find 
Her intereſting herſelf, that the Gueſts might be ſupply'd when 
the Wine was wanting, and taking upon her to give the Servants 
Directions to do whatever her Son ſhould bid them do, ver. 9. 
Now if Jeſus and his Diſciples were invited to come, and if 
the New-married Couple were of his Kindred or Acquaint- 
ance, what reaſon can be aſſign'd, * he ought to have declin'd 
the Invitation? Is it Certain, that ſuch Indecencies, as Wiſe 
and Good men ſhould not be Witneſſes to, are practiſed at all 
Weddings? or might not the Company have been reſtrained by 
the Preſence of Jeſus from any thing of Levity and Unbecom- 


ing Joy? How does this Author know, how ſoon Jeſus re- 
da | 


tir q after the Meal was over? or why may not he ſuſpect, that 
Jeſus introduc'd ſuch a Religious Diſcourſe, while he was there, 
as was Suitable to the ſolemn occafion! If he had read what 
the beſt Authors ſay of the Jetwoiiſb Weddings, he would have 
found, that ſuch Liberties were not taken in Them as we ſee 


too often practis'd among us. But it ſeems, that (according to 
Mr. ) ſuch Exceſſes in drinking were ther“ indulged, as it 


was not fit for Feſus to ſee and countenance: This is the Material 
part, and therefore I proceed to 8 1 
2K. THE ſecond Objection which this Author has made, 
viz. How came Jeſus to fp! the Gueſts with fo large a quantity 
of Wine, when it is ſaid, that they had well drunk ahead? And 
to clear up this matter the better, I ſhall prove theſe two things, 
That there is no foundation in the Text to conclude, that there 
was any Exceſs of that fort committed there; and that the 
— | Quantity 


* 


Quantity of Wine, which Feſus miraculouſly provided, was not 
ſuch as muſt needs have made him acceſſory to any Exceſs 

FOR proying the firſt of theſe, let us conſider the force of 
the words, which are made the ground of the Objection, Every 
man at the beginning doth ſet er Good Wine, and when men 
have well drunk, then that which is Worſe : but thou haſt kept 
the good Nine until now, ver. 10. But we are to remember 
who it is that ſays this, it is the Governor of the Feaſt, ſpeaking 
to the Bridegroom : and the Drift of his Speech is only to ſhew, 
that one thing uſually obſerv'd in ſuch Feaſts was not obſerv'd 
in This; for in Them the Beſt Wine was us'd to be brought out 
firſt, whereas Here it was produc'd not at firſt : the Circum- 
ſtance of Mens having well urunt in other Feaſts when the 
Worſe Wine was ſerv'd up, does not neceſſarily require any 
Parallel in this Feaſt; it may have been only thrown in by the 
by, as it is a known and allow'd thing for Poets in working up 
a ſimilitude, to throw in little Circumſtances which have no re- 
ſemblance to the Fact which the ſimilitude is 3 What 
the Governor of the Feaſt ſaid on this occaſion, was as True and 
as Pertinent, if the Company 'preſent had not well drunk, be- 


cauſe his Intention was only to ſhew, that there was a wide 


Difference in one particular between what was done at This, 
and what was commonly done at Other Entertainments: Is 
it not a piece of Violence then to force every part of the Speech 
into a Parallel, and to conclude from ſuch a Chance Expreffi- 
on as T his, that the Gueſts at this Wedding Dinner had already 
drunk to Exceſs? | 

BUT allowing (what is ſo unreaſonably contended for), that 
the Phraſe, when men have well drunk, 3rav u e, is a De- 
ſcription of the Condition which the Gueſts were Then in; yet 
this Objector will get little by it, becauſe it does not neceſſarily 
carry any Ill Senſe along with it. The word is often us'd for 
drinking more than Men uſually do, but without any Intempe- 
rance. And can any Serious Writer think, that St. F ing meant 
it otherwiſe here? Is it to be imagin'd, that the Apoſtle intended 
to 45 his Maſter's Behaviour on this occaſion? or that he 
wou'd have us'd the word, if he had not known, that it bore an 
Innocent Senſe as well as Vicious one? ue8ver in its primitive 
ſignification is only drinking after the Sacrifice, and nothing in 
the Derivation of the word determines this to be done to any 
Exceſs, or beyond the proper bounds of Joy on a Feſtival : And 


if, beſides the Etymology of the Word, an Inftance be requir'd, 


in which it is thus us'd for drinking not Intemperately, we find 
one in the LXX verſion of (:) Geneſis xliii. 34. where it is ſaid, 
that Foſepb's Brethren hen per? 4v7E ; and yet the Cir- 
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cumſtances of that Feaſt, which Foſeph made for his Brethren, 


plainly ſhew, that no Exceſs or Approach to it is intended by 
the Expreſſion; for they knew him not then to be any other than 
the Governor of Egypt, nay it is faid that they were x hy 0 


him, ver. 18. and their whole Behaviour before and at Feaſt. 
muſt convince us, that they were too much on their Guard, and. 
too ſolicitous about their own Safety, to give way to any In- 
temperance in his Preſence. And the ſame ſenſe of the like 
word 2 to be _ in what 1 (according to the LXX ver- 
ſion) ſays to the Fews, Hag. i. 6. where complaining that they 
need to build his Tenge he tells them, that e on this 4 
count he had not bleſſed the Fruits of their Land with the Or- 
dinary Increaſe, Ye have ſown much, and bring m little ; ye eat, 
but ye have not enough; ye drink, but ye are nat filled with drink: 
the Greek is rere Y d dg ul. Are we to think, that the 
LXX Interpreters intended to make God uſe the word here in 
the ſenſe, that Mr. V. gives it in St. Fohn? for could that be a 
Puniſhment worthy of to inflict e or could it be a Bl 

fit to encourage them to expect, that they ſhould drink &; d 
to Exceſs, as this Author would underſtand it ? | = 

E VERY candid Man then muſt acknowledge, that it isa meer 
Cavil, firſt to rpg the words to be ſpoken of the Gueſts at 
this Feaſt, when t 
of Them; and then to give the words a Vicious ſenſe, which 
they do not neceſſarily bear, and which there is all the Reaſon 
8 to believe, that they were not in this Place intended 
to bear. 

THE next thing which I was to prove was this; that the 
Quantity of Wine, which Jeſus produc'd on this occaſion, was 
not ſuch, as muſt needs have made him acceſſory to any Exceſs 
among the Gueſts. 3 

A Rabbi, or a W. might have known that the Jewiſh (u) Mar- 
riages were celebrated with Feaſtings, not only on the day of 
the Solemnity (as with us), but for 8 or ſeven days after : and 
that at theſe Feaſts not only all their Relations, Neighbours 
and Acquaintance were invited, but it was well taken, if any 
others ,(tho' not invited) would come to partake of the Enter- 
tainment, and bear a ſhare in the Joy of the Occaſion : A Cu- 
ſtom which to this day prevails among Us too, in ſome of the 
molt remote parts of our Country. And as to this Marriage, 
though the Evangeliſt's words are rendered (x) The third day 
there was a Marriage, &c. yet they may be as well tranſlated 
thus, (5) On the third day a Marriage: Feaſt was celebrated, &c. 


ere is no Appearance that it was a Deſcription 


(u) See Caimet's Diſſertation, Sur les Marriages des Hebreux. 
* Ti b 75 Tpiry yduO- ο,Ee̊, &c. , 
) So the Syriac renders it in this place; and Grotius proves, that 

r he has this Signification in ſeveral places of the Sacred Scripture. 
his Note on Matt. xxii. 2. NN it Das? aft 2 2a (A) 
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Some think (and not without appearance of Reaſon), that by 
the third day is meant the Third day of the Marriage-Feaſt; and 
whether that Interpretation be allow'd or not, yet ſince it is ſo 
well known, that the Vetus feaſted ſeven days on ſuch occaſions, 
and ſince it is not ſaid on what Day this Miracle was wrought, 
we are at Liberty to ſuppoſe, that it might as well have been 
on the Third day after the Marriage as on any other. 

THAT there were great Numbers preſent at it, may be 
gather d from there being a Governor of the Feaſt appointed for 
this occaſion ; and it is probable, that many more than were 
expected came there on that day, perhaps to ſee Jeſus and 
his Diſciples, of whom they had heard much Talk ; on this 
account, or becauſe on the proceeding days the Bride and 
Bridegroom had entertained more Gueſts than they had look- 
ed and provided for, the Wine might fall ſhort, which they 
had laid up for the whole ſeven days Feaſting : Allowing then 
that the Quantity of Wine, which Jeſus made at this Feaſt, 
was as Large as our Tranſlation repreſents it, yet why ſhould 
not Mr. V. ſuppoſe (what is very Probable), that the Wine 
thus Miraculouſly produc'd was deſign'd not only to ſupply 
the want of that day, but of the ſucceeding ones, till the 
whole time of Feaſting was ended? IIl-nature always makes 
the Worſt of every thing; but an unprejudic'd Man may (upon 
this reaſonable Suppoſition) believe, that there might be no 
Exceſs countenanc'd or practis'd, tho' the Supply of Wine was 
ſo Plentiful. 

BUT what if our Tranſlation ſhould not be fo Accurate 
here as in other Places? What if the fix Waterpots did not 
hold ſo much as two or three Firkins apiece ?® Mr. W. him- 
ſelf ſays, p. 26. that if he had been the Tranſlator, they ſhould 
not have 5414 above two or three pints apiece, which meaſure 
is as agreeable to the ah eas as Firkin, If ſo, why is the 
Miracle to be flouted at? and why ſhould not he content 
himſelf to raiſe an Outcry againſt the Tranſlation? He might 
have known, that the * of all Communions have of 
late looked more nicely into the meaning of the ye7pyri; or 
meaſure here ſpoken of, and have repreſented it as containing 
much leſs than a Firkin : The LXX Tranſlators in 2 Chron. 
iv. 5, uſe the word werpnrys for the Bath of the Fews, and 
Calmet in his Diſſertation on the Antiquity of Money, makes 
the Bath to contain leſs than 3o French Pints, i. e. leſs than 
ſix Gallons of our Engliſb Meaſure : Lami ſets it ſtill lower, 
and makes it hold very little more than twenty French Pints, 
which brings the meaſure down to leſs than four Gallons : 
Le Clerc, with others mentioned by Calmet, ſays that the 
perpnrns held about twenty-five French pounds of Water, 
which falls ſhort of three Gallons of our meaſure: And the 
Learned Biſhop C n (whoſe Accuracy in this * 

* 
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of Knowledge is allow'd by all) proves, that moſt probably 
the ',47on7)s of Syria is meant here, and That he computes 
to have held Teſs than one Englih Gallon; and according to 
this Reckoning the whole fix Waterpots might not have con- 


tained more than about fourteen or fifteen Gallons of Engliſh 


Meaſure; a Quantity not very Large, if we allow 5 we 
muſt), that there were great Numbers preſent at the Feaſt ; 
or that, what was not then drank, might be a ſeaſonable 
Supply for what wou'd be wanting at the eaſt on the enſuing. 


days. 

WHEN the Learned, tho' differing in their Opinions, 
do yet all agree to fix the Quantity lower than a Firkin, and 
ſome of them ſo very much below it, as we have ſeen; 
is it Fair and Ingenuous in Mr. V. to take occaſion from 
an Error of the Tranſlation to ſet the whole Letter of the 
Miracle at Defiance? ſince he himſelf knew (as he ſays), 
how to rectify the Tranſlation by making Pints of the 
Firkins : eſpecially ſince, if the Quantity were allowed to be 


as large as the Tranſlation makes it, he knows, that to pro- 


vide Plenty is not to encourage Exceſs ; what was more than 


ſuſfic'd might have been laid up for other opportunities: And 
he may as well charge God with promoting Drunkenneſs, 


yhenever he bleſſed the Vineyatds of the eus with any Extra- 
ordinary Increaſe, _ IT, 


"UPON the whole then it appears, that what Mr. V. 


ſays, p. 24. viz. That, when Jus turn'd the Water into 


Wine, the Company were already drunk, and what his Rabbi 


ſays in his Vulgar ſtrain, p. 31. that they were more than 
half ſeas over, are Fictions of their Own; and ſince it may 
be ne rſs, and is by Mr. W. own'd, that the Quanti- 
ty of Wine, then Created, was not ſo Large as our Tranſla- 
tion repreſents it; and ſince (if it was ſo Large) it is pro- 
bable, that it was intended for a ſeaſonable Supply upon the 
remainder of the feven days Feaſting, I conclude, that no 
Attempt of Mr. V. can müke Rb Circumſtance any good 
Argument againſt the Letter of this Miracle. 8 

3. THERE remains now only one more Objection 
to it, Which is 8 reply'd to his Mother, when ſhe 
ſaid, They have no Wine; to which he anſwered, Woman, 
what have I to do with thee? ver. 4. From which Mr. 
Ws captious Rabbi very your concludes, that Jeſus bim- 
ſelf was a little in for it, or he had never ſpoke ſo waſpiſhly 
and ſnappiſhly to his Mother, p. 32. hatever a common 
Reader may tbink of the words which our Saviour uſed 
towards her; yet a Man of Learning might, and ſhould know, 
that , which we render Woman, was in former days no Title 
of Diſreſpect or Indifference, as it ſeems to be in our Tranſla- 


tion, There was a time when Jeſus call'd his Mother by this 
| Ap- 
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recommending both his Mother to the Care of his beloved Apoſ- 


tle, and that Apoſtle to the Affection of his Mother, he ſaid, 


John xix. 26. (z) Woman, behold thy Son. The word ui 
was an honourable Title, and often us'd by the beſt Writers, when 
the higheſt mark of Reſpect was intended; of which many In- 


ſtances might be given ; particularly we find the Polite ( 5 e- 
er 


7 putting this word into the mouth of one of the Perſian 
C 


iefs, when he was addreſſing himſelf to a Captive Lady of the 


higheſt Quality, and comforting her under her unfortunate Cir- 
cumſtances. The Expreſſion is ſo common in this Senſe, that 
I ſhall offer no more Inſtances of it; but paſs on to the remainder 
of Jeſus's anſwer, What have I to do with thee? Theſe words 
are generally underſtood as a Rebuke to her, and ſo they may be 
without giving room for any ObjeQion againſt the Letter of the 
Story, much more for the Concluſion which Mr. Vs Friend 
has drawn from it : For it is probable, that ſhe was deſirous to ſee 
him work a Miracle, and that a little Vanity prompted her to 
this Deſire; and was it an unſuitable Rebuke to tell her (for 
the words import no more), that in the buſineſs of manifeſting 
his Glory by Miracles ſhe was to leave him to do what he 
thought proper ? This very Phraſe is ſometimes us'd in the Scrip- 
tures, where nothing of Anger is conceiv'd, where only ſome 
diſlike is expreſs'd, and a gentle Check or Rebuke is given ; for 
can we ſuppoſe, that David, when 1 2 Sam. xvi. 10.) he ſaid V hat 
have I to do with you, ye Sons of Zeruiab? was Angry or Waſ- 
piſh with Abiſbai for propoſing to kill Shimei who had curs'd 

him, when Abiſhai ſtuck by him ſo faithfully in that great De- 
fection, and meant what he propos'd out of a Friendly affection 
to David? It was a Rebuke, it is true, and ſo was This which 
Feſus reply'd to his Mother: But it was a juſtifiable one; for 
whatever Obedience he owed to her as a Son, he ow'd none to 
her as a Prophet and Worker of Miracles: In this — he 
was the Son of God only, ere was no Relation between Him 
and the Virgin Mary ; therefore in what ſhe meant by ſaying 
They have no Wine, ſhe exceeded her Authority, and was juſtly 
reprov'd for it. But is this of Weight to overthrow a Mi- 
racle? All the other Objections I have ſhewn to be Falſe and 
IIl- grounded: this is the only one that has any Truth in it, 
and I will venture to leave it to the Judgment of any Impartial 


—_— 
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man, 
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Appellation, and yet was certainly neither Snappiſb nor Waſ 
4 townrds her; for when he was hanging on the Croſs, 4 
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man, whether the ſingle Circumſtance of our Saviour's rebuking 
his Mother in ſuch a Caſe is ſufficient to call in Queſtion the Inj 
__ a Miracle ſo particularly and fo plainly related by the In 

vangeliſt. Ny | | 
L now finiſhed what I intended to ſay in vindication of eit 
theſe two Miracles of Feſus, his rang "= Barren Fig- tree to th 
wither, and his turning the Mater into Wine; and I aſſure the 
Reader, that the ſame Ignorance and Diſingenuity furniſhes 
Mr. V. with his Objections againſt the reſt of the Miracles: 
But, before I conclude, I muſt again take notice (as I have fre- 
ny done), that ng in my Firſt Part eſtabliſhed the Re- 
urrection of Feſus beyond all Doubt and ContradiCtion, I have 
laid a ſure Foundation for the Credit of all the Miracles which 
the Evangeliſts have aſcribed to him: Allow but That to have 
been a Real one, and you muſt allow all the reſt which are 
reported by the ſame Authors. It is not enough to pick here 
and there a Hole in their Relation, and ſet up a few Objections 

inſt them, which the more Ignorant a man is, the more 

ntifully he may be furniſhed with: Nothing lefs than the ſhew- 
ing that ſome part of the Literal Story is abſolutely Impoſlible to 
have happen'd, or that fomething which Jus is ſaid to have 
done is Abſolutely Inconſiſtent with the Divine Perfections, I ſay 
nothing leſs than "This can make a. reafonable man Disbelieve, 
and even Then his Disbelief will go no farther than to the Cir 
cumſtance which has This Weight lying on it. But the Ob- 
jections, which Mr. V. has thrown out againſt the Miracles 
that have been conſider'd, and which may be ſuppoſed to be the 
Beſt that his Party could furniſh him with, are ſo Weak and 
Feeble, that while He and They are giving up their Character 
as Chriſtians, they are forfeiting it too as Scholars: In this reſpect 
they are vel Priamo miſeranda manus : at leaſt they would be 
ſo, if Ignorance was their only Fault ; but it has appeared to 
the Reader in many Inſtances, how little Regard the Author of 
thoſe Diſcourſes pays to Truth, how little even to the Certainty 
of being Detected in Falſhoods : Shall ſuch as Theſe have any 
Influence on our Faith, who neither Believe nor are to be Be- 
lieved ? who when they ſtripp'd their own Religion of all its 
Faith, tore off ſo much of Morality with it; who with all the 
Arts and Cheats of Impoſtors carry on their attacks againſt 
Chriſtianity as a Cheat and Impoſture, thereby Practiſing what 
they Write againſt, and putting on the very Character which 
they would fix upon the Apoſtles? Whoever they be, that 
have been ſo carried away with the bewitching Pleaſure of 
| Novelty as to be fond of ſuch Writings, tho* they may 
have ſome Excuſe for their having been miſled, yet they can 
have no Excuſe for continuing in their Error : for, not only 


the Badneſs of the Cauſe is equalled by the Badneſs of the 
* NP es Methods 


Part III JESUS. Vindicated. 59 


Methods with which it is ſupported; but the Writings of ſuch 
Infidels are as Weak, as they are Diſhoneſt: They are an 
Inſult upon. the Common ſenſe of Mankind, and every Reader 
muſt have the loweſt Opinion of ſuch Diſcourſes, as ſuppoſe 
_ y—_ they ſhall find men Fools, or that they ſhall make 
t Os 


The End of the Third Part. 
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PART he FOURTH. 


CONTAINING, 


A Defence of the Literal Story of JES US, 
healing the INFIRM MAN at the 
Pool of Betheſda. | 


AND 


His bealing the PARALYTICK, who was let down 
thre the ROOF. 


Ex? 0 N a: careful Enquiry into theſe Miracles I 

wound, that ſomething New (to Me at leaſt) offer d 

op uy | itſelf to my thoughts; and ſome Paſſages, which I 
nnd 7 


661 had met with in my Reading, ſeem'd to give a 
=; clcarer Solution of the Difficulties ſtarted, than the 
— Common one does: Particularly, in the Account of 
the Miracle wrought by the troubling of the Waters at the Pool 
of Betheſda, I found Reaſon to differ a little from the receiv'd 

pinions of the Commentators on that Chapter, and what I 
have propos'd as New on that Head, I have all along endea- 
vour'd to ſupport by ſuch Authorities, as may ſeem to make 
my Suppoſition appear at leaft not Improbable ; This (methinks) 
may be ſaid with ſome Certainty, that, if I am in the Right, 
Mr. V. is more clearly in the Wrong than upon any other 
ſuppoſition ; tho' after all I am very ſenſible, that a Sufficient 
Anſwer may be given to all his Objections, without thruſting any 
Criticiſm or Conjecture of Mine upon the Reader as neceſſary 
in the Diſpute. 

BUT before I enter upon the Subject, I think it material 
to pr the way with one ' Obſervation a Piece which 
Mr. V. lately publiſhed under the Title of A Defence of his 
Diſcourſes, &c. where that Author endeavours to ſhift the State 
of the Controverſy between Himſelf and his Oppoſers. The 
True Queſtion, upon which I and others cloſed with him is 
This, Whether the Literal Account of the Miracles aſcrib'd to 
Feſus be True; not, Whether the Miracles (beſides their _ 

ra 
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ral Meaning) may not have a Figurative and Allegorical one ; 
much — it, Whether the Fathers turn'd all the Actions of 


Jeſus into Allegory or not: For bad He dane nothing more 


than add a Spiritual Senſe to them, or had he only try'd to 
ſhew that the Fathers delighted in making them Emblems of 
whatever their Wit and F =o ſuggeſted, he might have gone. 
on writing as long as he pleaſed, without any Oppoſers, and per- 
haps without any Readers. 

FO R what 1s it to the Cauſe of Truth, whether the Fathers 
or He could find out more Meanings of Jo Miracles than 
the Evangeliſts — proper to give us. t Mr. Vs DiCſ. 
courſes do pag or frequently deny, that the Miracles of Feſus 
were ws and Really wrought ; and he aſſerts, That, Literally 
under ſtood, they are full of Abſurdities, Improbabilities, and Con- 
traditions. And yet in this Defence, p. 26. he would have us 
believe, in regard to the Story of the Buyers and Sellers driven 
out of the Temple, that it is to no purpoſe to ſupport the Letter 
of the Story againſt him, unleſs it can be prov'd, that the Mira- 
cle neither was nor. cduld be a Shadow or Reſemblance of ſome- 
thing Future. And the ſame he had ſaid before concerning all 
the Miracles of Feſus, Diſc. 2. p. 70. viz. that he, who would 
write againſt him to the Purpoſe, muſt prove two things : That 
the Fathers did not hold Jeſus's Miracles to be Typical and Figu- 
rative; and That thoſe Miracles neither will, nor can receive a 
Myfterious Accompliſhment. On the contrary, if the Learned 
Biſhop of St. Davids and other Writers againſt Mr. V. ſhould 
allow, that All the Fathers did affect to turn Feſus's Miracles 
into Allegory ; and if they ſhould allow too, that their Allegories 
and Mr. Ws are Juſt and Well-grounded, yet the Writings of 
Mr. Vs Oppoſers might be full and proper Anſwers to His, be- 
cauſe they ſupport the Truth of the Literal ang which he ſo 
often and ſo peremptorily denies: For we may clearly prove the 
Literal Meaning, - tho* we don't attempt to diſprove the All 
rical one, if they be two diſtin things; as every one of his Dif 
courſes plainly makes them, while it denies the Letter of t 
Miracles, and endeavours to ſet up the l only. If He 
can conſider them ſeparately, ſo may We; This Liberty I have 
taken, and ſhall again take in the n perha 
in ſome Inſtances I may allow, that the Miracles recorded in 
the Goſpel were Typical; for I have no Quarrels with Types 
and Figures: I only oppoſe one who would ſet them up to the 
Ruin of the Letter; and the Drift of This and my preceding 
Diſcourſes is only to ſhew, that the Miracles aſcrib'd to Jeſus 
were truly wrought by him, and that there is an Account of 
the Literal Story to be given, which is clear of all the Objections 


that Mr. V. has fo unskilfully made to them, 


In this view I proceed to conſider 


I THE 
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I. THE Story of the Miracle, or rather Miracles, wrought 
at the Pool of Betheſda; of which St. Fobn chap. v. has given us 
a particular Account, and which Mr. W. (b) calls a Camel, 
of a Monſtrous fize for Abſurdities, Improbabilities, and Incre- 
dibilities, and he has ſpent above twenty Pages in fixing theſe 

n it. 4/1 95 Si 

BUT for the clearer Anſwer to all his Objections on this 
Head, the Reader is defir'd to obſerve that in this Narration of 
St. John there are two diftin& Miracles to be ſeparately con- 
fider'd, That which was wrought by the Pool after the Water 
of it was troublzd; and That which Jeſus wrought upon the 
Infirm Man who lay there : The former is only a Narration, 
m which our Saviour is not at all concern'd, nor the Miracle 
which he wrought on the Impotent Man: ſo that, if we could 
not account for the particular Circumſtances that attended the 
Relation of the Firſt, it would not in the leaſt affect the Mira- 
cle of our Saviour's healing this Man: the Truth of which Fact 
only we are engag'd to vindicate. However becauſe This is the 
Introductory Story in St. John, and beciuſe Mr. . has been 


7 Ball Fin ſtrong in his Objections againſt the Letter of it, 
I 


in there. | 

F. AGAINST the Sanative Virtue of the Pool in the 
Circumſtances deſcrib'd by the Evangeliſt, Mr. V. has made 
ſeveral Objections by way of Queſtion; but before I give an 
Anſwer to his ions, I ſhall lay before the Reader, what 1 
conceive to be the true Account of the Story; and I do this the 
rather, becauſe I think, that it has not been underſtood aright by 
the Generality of Commentators, whoſe Miſtakes on this Arti- 
cle have helped to furniſh our Author with ſome of thoſe Diffi- 

culties, with which he has ſo heavily loaded this Miracle. 
THE State of the Caſe (I think) was this: At Feruſalem, 
near the Place called the Sheep- et, or rather the Sheep-gate 
mention'd by Nehem. chap. iii. 1. and xii. 39.) there was a 
Bath built for the uſe of ſuch of the Common People, as lov'd 
to ſwim and bathe themſelves in the Water: This is the proper 
ſenſe of the Word (c) zo9avuCndes, uſed by St. John on this oc- 
caſion, and by other Writers, and in the Old Latin Verſion 
— the Italic) it was render d by Natatoria, a Bath or 
wimming- place. Nothing was more Common or more Uſeful 


- (5). Diſcourſe 3. p. 33. e f | 

(c Thus xoavuCer ſignifies to ſwim, in 42s xxvii. 43. The 
old Tranſlation of Fenæut, I. 2. c. 22. has Paralyticum, * juxta 
Natatoriam jacebat: and the three very Ancient Latin MSS, of the 


— 


15 F 
* 


Goſpels, which, as Calmet ſays, contain the Old Italic Verſion before 
St. Ierome reform'd it, agree in rendring xeAv{uCilog by Natatoria, 
as may be ſeen by conſulting the various Readings of thoſe MSS. 
publiſh'd by Calmet at the end of his Commentary on the 42s of 


than 


the Apoſtles. 
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than ſuch Baths in thoſe warm Climates; Joſepbus (d) mentions 
ſome by this very name of xo e at Fericho, as us'd for the 
Exerciſe and Pleaſure of Swimming; and it may be reaſonably 


preſum'd, that This at Feruſalem, and perhaps ſome others there, 
was built for the ſame purpoſe. 

I T has (I confeſs) — commonly ſuppos'd by Commenta- 
tors, that this Bath or Pool (as our Tranſlation has it) ſerv'd 
either for waſhing of the 8 before they were led into the 


Temple, or for waſhing the Entrails of Beaſts facrific'd in the 


Temple, or for receiving the Blood from the Trench round the 


Altar, which was thought to be convey'd. hither by ſome ſub- 


terraneous Channel; But thoſe, who led the way in theſe Opi- 
nions, ſeem to have been (e) deceiv'd by joining, both in the 
Greek and the Latin, two words together in Conſtruction, 
which have no relation to one another; beſides, the proper ſenſe 
of the word xoxvuCi9zeg is inconſiſtent with every one of theſe 
Opinions; and (which is more) theſe Opinions are not eafil 

reconcileable with the Situation of the Sheep-gate, near which 
this Pool ſtood ; for the Sheep-gate was on the South-Eaſt Wall 
of Feruſalem, and therefore a great part of the City lay be- 
tween That and the Temple, as the accurate Dr. Lightfoot has 
ſhew'd in his Harmony of the Evangeliſts, p. 666. On all 


theſe Accounts therefore I believe, that what is commonly called 


a Pool, was a Bath, built and us'd only for the Sport and Exer- 
ciſe of Swimming ; for which it could never have been fit, if 
* O'S for any purpoſe relating to the Sacrifices of the 
emple. | 
AROUND this Bath were built (as St. Zobn ſays) () five 
Porches, or rather Portico's, cod: of which fort Herod built ſe- 
veral at Tyre and Berytus; and the Deſign of them all was for 
the Common People to walk in them under Covert in the Heat 
of the Day, if they had no mind to Bathe; and for ſuch as had, 
1 CY Kg 


| (4) Tais xoxuuCnbpars omfdV]es, af piydaa Tept I all 
2M u, dvikuyov 73 Oupuoraſoy © ponuCpias. Antiq. Jud. 
88-166) 3 | 

(e) The Generality of the old Greet and Latin Commentators took 
xoavuCnles and piſcina or natatoria to be us'd here, the one in the 
Dative Caſe, the others in the Ablative Caſe, and join'd them in 
Conſtruction with 7e9CaTiry and probaticd ; in conſequence of which 
Miſtake, they thought-that this Pool ferv'd for the Purpoſe of Sacri- 
fices in ſome one of the Ways before-mention'd. 155 

J If the Bath or Pool was an oblong ſquare (as That is, which 


modern Travellers now generally call the Pool of Betheſda), it is 


probable, that three fides of it had only a Single Portico, and the 
fourth a Double one; which was the Caſe of the Outer-court of the 
Temple, or Court of the Gentiles. That, which Mr. Maundrell ſaw 
(p- 108 of his Journey from 4 to Feruſalem), had only three 
ortico's, but there might anciently have been five. 1 
they 
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they wete of uſe for them to dreſs and undreſs themſelves in 
the Shade: The ws _ the 1 N 5 * for 
this purpoſe, might ve gain'd the name etheſda, i. e. 
the Houſe of Miro or Kindneſs, becauſe the building — was a 
t Act of Kindneſs to the Common People, for whoſe ſake 
. were erected, and whole Indiſpoſitions in hot Countries 
requir d frequent Bathing. To ſuppoſe, that they took this Name 
from any miraculous Cures wrought there, is to ſuppoſe without 
Authority or Occaſion, and I ſubmit to the Reader whether Mine 
is not a more natural Account of the Matter. =T 
A this Bath about the Time of the Feaſt, ver. 1. (moſt 
probably the Feaſt of the Paſſover,) a great multitude of 1mpo- 
tent Folk, of Blind, Halt and Wither'd lay in the Portico's, 
waiting for the moving of the Water; fr (as St. John ſays) an 
Angel went dtm x7 xeuegy (g) at the ſeaſon (i. e. of the Paſſover) 
and troubled the Water, and wheſoever then firſt,” after the 
troubling of the Water ſtepped in, was made whole of whatſoever 
Diſeaſe he had. This is 2 Account, from This 
it does not appear, that the Waters of this Pool or Bath had 
ever receiv*d this miraculouſly healing Virtue before or after the 
time of This Feaft : The expreflion at the ſeaſon, does (as the 
Note below ſhews) more Naturally confine it to this Paſſover, 
than ſuppoſe it to have been a Standing and an Annual Miracle: 


— 


— _—_ 


(g) ft the ſeaſon: this is the Literal Tranſlation of the Words 
X&T& Kaupoy ; and not af a certain ſeaſon, as we commonly render it, 
for then it ſhould have been xa xapiy Twa. The words xa 

x a4pdv are us'd but in one other Place of the New Teſtament, viz. 
in Rom. v. 6. where we read, When we were without firength, Chriſt 

Nl xawey dy d for the Ungodly, i. e. not in due time, but at the tins 

| of our being without ſtrengtb. It is very, often that we meet with 
- x &4p3s thus us'd, when the word which ſhould mark what that im- 
or ſeaſon is, is underſtood, and not expreſs'd : thus Tey 12427 is tis'd 
in Matt. viii. 29. and xxiv. 45. and 1 Cor. iv. 5. and ey x2ip9 in 
 . Tuke xii. 42. and xx. 10. and xxi. 8. and 1 Pet. v. 6. As ſome 
Word then may be here underſtood after x x44p2y, fo particularly 
the Feaſt of the Paſſover may; for we find many Inſtances in the 
| LXX, where the time of the Paſſover is called xe, as in Exod. 

iii. 15, 17. and xxxiv. 18. Numb. ix. 3. and particularly ver. 7. 
esc ſnat Td) p KUpIH N xampiy dvTrs, to bring a Gi 
wnto the Lord at the ſeaſon of it, i. e. of the Paſſover, mention'd in 
the foregoing verſe. From all which I conclude, that the Phraſe 
X4T& Kaipoy here muſt be tranſlated at the ſeaſon, and that by it may 

be underſtood, the time of the Paſſover or Feaſt, which the Evange- 

| liſt had ſpoken of at the beginning of the Chapter. I have but one 

thing more to add upon this head, which is, that theſe two words are 

not expreſs'd at all in the above-mention'd Three Latin MSS. of 

. Calmet, and Dr. Wilkins ſays that they are wanting in the Copticl, 
and many other Verſions. | Un 2 

| | . the 
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the leaſt that can be ſaid, is, that there is full as much Liberty 
from the Scripture ſtory to make My Suppoſition as any other; 
and Mine has ſeveral other Circumſtances in its favour, which 
are a weight upon the contrary Opinion: for whatever is 


| ObjeRed from the Silence of the Fewi/h Writers about this 
Miracle, is an Argument on my fide as far as it is any Argu- 


ment: But the Silence of the Fews on this head, in their Diſ- 
| .courſe with Jeſus, has much more weight in it againſt a ſuppos'd 
Annual Miracle of a long ſtanding, it being not very Eaſy to 
conceive, why, when They ſo often infiſt upon having for 
. their Father, they don't urge this ſtanding Miracle at Betheſda, 
as a Proof of it; and why they ſo often mention the Miracles 
of Moſes and the Prophets, without ever once mentioning ſo 
remarkable a thing, as a Miraculous Cure . wrought. at this 
Pool, in their own days, for many years together, about the 
time of the Feat: Whereas upon my Suppolition, nothing of 
this kind can be any Objection; the greater the Silence, the 
ſtronger the Proof. But on this head 1 ſhall have occaſion to 
fay more by and by. | TP 
IT is well known that the Fraſt of the Paſſover laſted eight 
days, including the Days of "unleaven'd Bread: and poſſibly 
this miraculous Quality of the Bath might have begun on the 
firſt day of it, or ſome few days before it: How the diſco- 
very of this its healing Virtue came to be made, we are not 
told : I ſhould rather think, that it was owing to Accident than 
to any divine Revelation; it might be, that ſome Few of an 
infirm or otherwiſe Diſeas'd Conſtitution, bathing one day in 
this Pool for Pleaſure and Recreation, might find himſelf cur'd 
all on a ſudden, upon ſome violent Motion of the Water, which 
troubled it, and which he could not account for, there being no 
Wind ſtirring that was ſtrong enough for that purpoſe, If he 
was thus cur'd, we may ſuppoſe, that upon hearing it others 
who were Diſeaſed came there the ſame, or the next day, wait- 
ing for the troubling of the Water, and hoping for the ſame 
Extraordinary Relief; and what they thus hoped for, they are 
ſaid to have found, whatever their Diſeaſe was, tho' only One, 
and he the Firſt that ſtepped in, was cured upon each Motion 
of the Water: the Report of theſe Cures (we may et 
drew every day greater Numbers together, the Pool being foun 
= to have this effect every day, and (for what we know) ſeveral 
fo times in a day. | ; 
FROM hence it is no wonder, if at length a great Mulli- 
R. tude of Impotent Folk, Blind, Halt, &c. was got together at the 
e Pool, when our Saviour paſſed by, which was on the Sabbath- 
re day, or Third day after the Paſſover, and might be ſome days 
of after the Miracle was begun. 
h, T HIS Motion of the Water is faid by the Evangeliſt, to have 
been caus d by the Deſcent of an Angel into the Bath; who might 
| F therein 
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herein follow a known Jewiſb way of ſpeaking, not affirming 
wy an Angel did v:/:bly — there, but only that there was 
ſuch a Divine Effect, which (+4) in the Language of the Scrip- 
tures, and in the Eaſtern way of Expreſſion, is ſaid to be wrought 
| by Angels, who are Miniſtring Spirits, and perform the Will of 
God on ſuch occaſions. 
- THIS is the Account of the which I offer to the 
Reader, as every way Conſiſtent with St. John's Narration, and | 
in ſome parts neceſſarily following from it, and confirm'd b 1 

other Good Authorities: and my Account has this peculiar Ad- 

. that it is clear of all the Difficulties which Mr. V. 

would faften upon the Story; For | 

HIS firſt Queſtion is this, hat was the true occaſion of the 

Angel's deſcent ® Was it to waſh and bathe Aa or to impart 

a healing Quality to the Water? p. 40, 41. And the firſt part 

of this Queſtion he founds upon a peculiar Reading of the 

Alex. and ſome other MSS. which have inſtead of x. 

the word (i) ider: which This great Critick in the Greek 

Tongue thinks muſt neceſſarily ſignify, that the Angel ih 

or bathed himſelf ; and therefore muſt ſuppoſe (as he ſays) ſome 

bodily Defilement or Heat contrafted in the Celeſtial Regions, 

that wanted Refrigeration or Purgation in theſe Waters. But a 

little more Knowledge of the Greek Tongue, might have taught 

him, that x in the moſt approv'd Authors ſignifies ſome- 


„ „ „ we. A © toad 


(hb) Grotius's Note here is, Non gudd wideretur Angelus, ſed quid 
perſua ſum efſet Fudeis talia à Deo, nonniſi per Ns agi; ita ex 
motu Aque preſentia Angeli 225 atur, ut ex Terre motu. Mat. 
Xxviii. 2. And thus when the Hoſt of Sennacberib was deſtroy'd in 
one night (probably by a Peſtilential Hot Wind), it is ſaid, 2 Kings 
Xix. 35. that an Angel of the Lord went out and ſmote in the — 
of the Aſfſyrians, &c. where the Angelical Preſence was only Vi 
in its Effects. | 
(i) The Alex. Med. & Cypr. Greek MSS. and the AZthiop. 
Verſion, agree in reading Net: but all the other Greek MSS 
read »478Caivsy, as the other Verſions ſeem to have done. The 
Phraſe xa7@f&ivey i zorvuCnlps is the ſame as zaraCairey £15 
x0avuCytpar Verbs of motion in the Greek Language having ep 
with a Dative Caſe after them, as well as 26 with an Accuſa- 
tive Caſe. So in Luke Vii. 27. we read e-nabsy 0 AVO 3y]o 
zr Ju 79 I:Jaia, went forth into all Fudea : See alſo Mark 
i. 16, ang Lale viii. bl 15. Frequent Inſtances of the ſame are 
found likewMe in the pureſt Greek Authors. Perhaps, if NC 
was the original Reading, St. Luke's Senſe of that word not being 

commonly known, the word xa74Caivs was put in the Margin 
of the Antient MSS. as one of the ſame ſenſe, and more intelli- 
ible ; and from the Margin it might creep into the Text of the 
ſs Accurate Copies of St. Fohn's Goſpel. But I offer this as Con- 
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times no more than zaraCaivey to plunge, or deſcend into, with- 
out having the Idea of waſhing or bathing annex'd to it, tho” 
it be the ſame Action, which thoſe uſe, who go into the Wa- 
ter with the deſign of waſhing or bathing : It is probable, that 
this was all which Elia meant, when he bid Naaman the 
Syrian ,h waſh himſelf ſeven times in the River Fordan, 
2 Kings v. 10. But what does Mr. V. think, that Homer 
means, when ſpeaking of a Star's riſing, he deſcribes. it as 
A © Oνν,e i. e. having ſet or deſcended into the Ocean? 


Iliad. b. ver. 6, Or what does he think, that Virgil underſtood by 


that part of Homer's fine Deſcription of a high-mettled Horſe 
broken looſe, 1had. C. ver. 508, 


 Elodd%; avict fwppeids o7ajucle. 
when he imitates it thus in a Parallel Similitude, 


—Mſuts que perfundi flumine noto ? 
Eneid. XI. 495. 


NO doubt but the Latin Poet thought, that he expreſs'd all 
which the Greek one did; and it is certain, that the Senſe of 
both Poets is no more than This, that the Horſe us'd to plunge 
into the Water for the ſake of Swimming. 

IF the Angel then did not deſcend to Cool or Cleanſe him- 
ſelf, and if he did not deſcend Viſibly at all, we may ſee how 
Mr. V. is more diſpoſed to be Merry than Wiſe, when he asks, 
whether the Angel deſcended with his Head or his Heels fore- 
moſt &c.? p. 41. 

BUT ſtill he wants an Anſwer to the laſt part of his Queſ- 
tion, Whether the Angel deſcended to impart a healing Quality 
to the Water? If he did (ſays he p. 41.) why did only One 
diſeaſed perſon at a time reap the benefit ® To which I have 
8 to anſwer but that it pleas'd God to direct it thus: 
But if he means (as he ſeems to do) to expect an Account, 
why all who d into the Pool or Bath were not alike heal'd 


as well as the Firſt, it may be anſwer'd, that in this caſe the 


Miracle of the Story would have been doubted, or deny'd, and 
by None (it is-likely) more than by Himſelf: „A Fine Mi- 
% racle!” he would ery ; © don't many Medicinal Baths cure 
* various kinds of Diſeaſes, and multitudes of ſuch as Labour 
& under each Diſeaſe, provided their Caſe be a Curable one?“ 
It is probable that his Language then would have been of this 
Sort: Had only One been cur'd, the Firſt that bathed every 
« Morning, or the Firſt that could get in after ſome inviſible 
& Motion of the Water, then there would have been a Great 
4 and Real Miracle? but now the Numbers make the Fact 
« ſuſpicious: it ſeems to have been a Natural Quality in the 
„ Waters, becauſe it is ſo Univerſal ; to make it appear a 


F 2 « Miracle, 
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« Miracle, its Effects ſhould have been Confin'd and Limited 
ec to particular Times and Perſons, or be otherwiſe fo circumſtan- 


ce tiated, as that the Power of God, and not of Blind Nature, 
« might have appear'd in it.“ Ia to the Reader, whether 
from the Turn and Make of Mr, Vs Genius one might not 
expect ſuch Objections as Theſe, if the Caſe had truly been what 
he ſeems to require it ſhould be: and therefore who would quarrel 
with ſo Reaſonable a Circumſtance of the Story as This is? 
BY what has been ſaid in the foregoing Account of this Mi- 
racle, the Reader is prepar'd to ſee the Captious Nature of ſome 
other Queſtions of this Author, viz. How often did the Angel 


deſcend? How long before Chriſt's Advent, and why not ſince ? 


p. 41. For (as I have ſhew'd) it does not appear from any 
part of the Evangeliſt's Story, nor indeed from any other Good 
Authority, that this Sanative Virtue of the Pool ever happen'd 
before or after "This Feaſt of the Paſſover: "Till the contrary 
be proved, let Mr. V. take for Anſwer, that it ſeems moſt 

robable, for the Reaſons before given, that the Pool of Betheſda 
bad this Miraculous Quality only at this Seaſon, and that pro- 
bably for ſeveral days together; that it operated above once in 
a Day, may as well be ſuppos'd as deny d, becauſe the Story 
is ſilent; all that we know being This, that, whenever the 
Water was troubled, the Healing Quality took effect on the 
Firſt that ftepped in. | 

UT why not fince, is the Burden of this Author's Queſ- 

tion: Becauſe Providence ſo order'd it: Is not that a ſufficient 
Anſwer to a meer nee Would he have us be Wiſe 
above what is written © and know the Reaſon of things 
certain, when thoſe Reaſons are not aſſigned ? All that 
we can do, is to gueſs; and if any ſuppoſition, that we can 
make, be conſiſtent with the Story, and be favoured by other 
Parts of the Goſpels, and at the ſame time be ſuch as will ef- 
fectually anſwer his Queſtion, I hope that it will be allow'd 
me to offer ſuch an one: tho? I am far from pretending to la 
any Weight upon it, and therefore ſhall be leſs concern'd, if 
it ſhould appear not to have any ſufficient Foundation. It is 


but Conjecture, and as ſuch only I offer the following Account 


to the Reader, | 
THIS Feaſt of the Paſſover was the ſecond which was 
celebrated, and this was the ſecond time too that 7 %s was 
preſent at Feruſalem, after he had enter'd upon his Miniſtry 
and begun to work Miracles. When he came up the firſt time, 
he ſeems to have had a Deſign only to celebrate the Paſſover 
in obedience to the Law, for he retir'd from Feruſalem ſoon after 
it was finiſh'd ; and tho he wrought ſome Miracles there, yet 
we are. not told whether they were of the Healing kind or not : 
We don't read, that the Scribes or Phariſees were at that 
time enrag'd againſt him; and therefore his Departure "cen 
; thence 
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thence into Galilee may have been owing to his own Choice 
of not deſigning then to come and ſettle in the work of his 
Miniſtry at Feruſalem : But when he had = preaching and 
healing Diſeaſes thro? all the Cities of Galilee, and thro* moſt 
other parts of the Country of Judæa, he came up at this 
ſecond Paſſover to Jeruſalem, probably with intent to fix his 
abode there, and ſhew that he was the Son of God by his 
Power over Devils and Diſeaſes. What then if we ſhould ſup- 
poſe, that Providence (by giving to the Pool of Betheſda this 
healing Quality at or a little before the beginning of this Feat) 
might intend: to ſhew the Fews, that the Divine Power in 
Feſus was coming among them, and might mean the Mira- 
culous Effect of this Pool for an Emblem only or Earneſt of 
2 was then preparing to do ſor them? We find, 
that did in other Inſtances prepare the way for Chrift ; 
the Prophefies of the Old Teſtament were given for this pur- 
poſe, and Fohn the Baptiſt was declar'd his Forerunner. And 
why might not This Miracle be of the ſame Preparatory Na- 
ture with Them? I may add too, that this Conjecture ſeems 
the more Reaſonable, when it is remembred, that, beſides the 
Cure of this /nfirm Man, Feſus healed another at this Paſſover, 
who had a wither'd Hand; and that he retir'd from the City, 
only becauſe the Phariſees t00# Council againſt him how they 
might deſtrey him. Matt. Xii. 14. which when he knew, he 
withdrew himſelf from them, ver. 15. But if they had not thus 
wickedly fought his Ruin, before his time of ſuffering was 
come, it may be gather'd from the Story as not Improbable, 
that he would have continued among them a long while, per- 
haps the whole time of his Miniſtry. I lay no Weight (as 
I ſaid) upon all this: it is but Suppoſition and Conjecture drawn 
from ſome Circumſtances which ſeem to favour it: but ſuch as 
it is, it may ſuffice for an Anſwer to Mr. }*s 8 Nh 
the healing Quality was imparted to the Pool at That time, and 
not ſince f I think it may be ſaid, that the Anſwer is at leaſt as 
Good as the Queſtion. h 
WHEN this Queſtioner of Providence and its Vicegerents 
asks, Why no better care was taken by Providence or the Civil 
Magiftrate about the 27 of this Angelical favour, than 
to leave it to him that could firſt ſtep in? p. 41. He may 
know (if he he will reflect a little), that Providence had done 
enough, and the Magiſtrate alone is concern'd in the Queſtion : 
but if this Healing Power in the Pool was a New thing (as 
I ſhew'd it moſt Probable), and ſuch as had not happen'd 
many Days, how does Mr. V. know that the Magiſtrates 
were yet convinc'd of the Reality. of the Miracle ?. Or if 
they were, is he ſure that they thought it proper to limit to par- 
ticular Perſons the Benefit of a Miracle which God had viſibly 
leſt at large? Or can he ſhew that the Magiſtrates, fo much 


: 23 employ'd 
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employ'd as they muſt have been at that buſy Time of the 
Pa mg had Leiſure and Opportunity to make any Regulations 
about it | 

HA (fays he) did the Blind, and the Halt, the Wither'd 
and Paralyticks do there? p. 45. By which he would-intimate 
that their Condition put them out of all hope of ever being the 
Firſt to flep in: Perhaps ſo: But they might have Friends 
ready there to aſſiſt them. And then to what pu is this 
Queſtion? We find that the Infirm Man's complaint turns 
upon his wanting ſuch Aſſiſtance, and therefore we may 

poſe that he ſaw others provided with it; and the more 
2 were, the leſs likely was he to get time enough to the 

ater. 

THERE is another Objection, which Mr. V. has made, 
p. 47. made in the proper ſenſe of the word, for it is wholly 
owing to his own Genius for Criticiſm : What We tranſlate, 
A certain Man was there, who had an Infirmity thirty and eight 
Years, he ſays ſhould, more truly according to the Original, 
be tranſlated thus, ( A certain Man was there thirty and 
eight Years, . which had an Infirmity. This Tranflation muſt 
be allow'd to be truly an Original one; but all other Truth 
it wants, as the Reader will plainly ſee by the Note below; 
where. it appears, that Our Verſion is moſt Certainly a Right 
one,. and His moſt Probably a Wrong, I mean as to Grammar 
and St. John's Idiom; for as to the Senſe he declares, that his 
Tranſlation brings an Abſurdity upon the Story, and for this 
reaſon alone it ſeems as if he chooſes it. And yet upon no 
better a Foundation than ſuch a poor piece of Criticiſm he 
falls out with the Infirm Man for waiting ſo long at the Pool : 
St. Fohn is a Romancer, the fick Man is a Fool, and Mr. V. 
rails at his Patience, till he ſeems to loſe all his Own. 


— 


% The Greet it. "Hy di rig av3porO- tug relaxανν,,G 
Len LY & Ti d Seed: which may literally be render'd thus, 
There was a certain Man, who had paſſed (or been) thirty eight Tears 
in an Infirmity ; But if we join (as Mr. V. does) the words retail 
aol try with 2x4, and ſuppoſe the Man to have been there ſo 
long, then ty ov dH ee, muſt be conſtru'd alone, and ſignify 
bawing or being in an Infirmity : But there is no Inſtance of ſuch a 
Greek Phraſe in all the New Teſtament. On the other hand, if 
we Join Tera xo aomlo try with EN S TH d ele, WE have 
ſeveral Expreſſions of this Evangeliſt to parallel it, as in Chap. xii. 17. 
he found him T&aae%s nypiezs dn EN, w νẽEi e, bav- 
ing now been four days in the Grave, And in the very next 


Verſe to this, which we are conſidering, it is ſaid of this brfirm 


Man, that Feſus knew br. e nn yeovoy Eye, that be had 
Ty paſſed or been-a long time in an Infirmity. And therefore the 
common Tranſlation is the only one, which is #ruly according to the 


Original i 
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I come now to the Laſt Obj 
it in the Front) againſt the Truth of this Story, which is, that 
2 Joſephus, nor any other Jewiſh Mriters have made men- 
tron it, . 38, 2 

NOW whatever Weight their Silence may have againſt 
the ſuppoſition of ſuch a Miracle laſting among the Fews for 
any conſiderable Number of Years, yet it favours and ſtrengthens 
my Suppoſition; for, becauſe no Few Writer mentions it, 
therefore it ſeems to have never happen'd except at this Feaſt : 
But perhaps he may expect a Reaſon, why, tho' it happen'd 
but once, this Once is paſs'd over and unmention'd by all the 
Fewiſh Writers. If Mr. V. knows any thing of theſe mat- 
ters, he might remember, that the Jets who wrote in or 
about Chriſt's time are very few in Number, except the 
Authors of the New Teſtament, tho' his Expreffion Al, would 
inſinuate that there was a great Plenty of them. The Wri- 
ters of the two Targums, with Philo and Joſephus, are All ; 
the firſt of which wrote their Paraphraſes on the Old Teſta- 
ment before this Miracle was vouchſafed to the Pool; Phils 
indeed and Foſephus wrote after it ; but Philo lived at a great 
diſtance from the Fact, as far as Alexandria in Epypt ; and 
p Yephus was not born *till after this had happen'd. Is not 

re room then to ſuppoſe, that a Miracle, which laſted fo few 
Days (as I have ſhew'd), might never have come to their 
Ears? Or, if they had heard of it, might not they both have 
been in doubt, for want of knowing all its Circumſtances, whe- 
ther it was not a Natural Effect rather than a Divine one? 
Might not Phila particularly, who was jealous of the Honour 
of the Fewiſh Temple in Egypt, have look'd upon it as an 
Artifice of the Fewh Prieſts at Feruſalem to ſhew, that God 
was viſibly among them, and to argue from thence, that he 
did not approve of any Temple erected to his Service elſe- 
where? But for Joſephus we have not This to ſay; he was 
a Worſhipper at the Temple in Jeruſalem, he liv'd and was 
brought up there, and could not He have known the Truth 
of the Caſe ? If Mr. V. ſhould be diſpos'd to ask this Queſ- 
tion, I would remind him that this great Hiſtorian was not 
fo Fair a Dealer in ſome Inſtances, as might be expected. What 
he wrote, he wrote for the Information of the Gree#s and 
Learned Romans, who were Heathens, and he ſeems all along 
in his Hiſtories to be very tender of dwelling too much upon 
Miracles: he has omitted the mention of fome, and has left 
it in doubt with his Readers, whether natural Cauſes might 
not be aflign'd for others of thoſe very Miracles of Moſes, 


which he undoubtedly did Believe and Teach too, as he was 


a Jewiſh Prieſt : The Caſe was, that he was afraid to make 
his Hiſtory appear Incredible to his Readers, and therefore be 
ſoftened 4 things which he was oblig'd to mention, and 
"3 þ 4 wholly 


ion (Mr. V. indeed has plac'd 
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wholly omitted others which had no Publick Conſequence : 
An Inſtance of this (among many others) we have in what 
he ſays concerning the Paſſage of the /frazlites thro the Red- 
Sea; that the Fact might not ſeem Dawes (as he ex- 
preſſes himſelf), he puts in a Doubt, Whether the A 7 of 
the Waters on that occaſion was caus d by the Command od, 
or by the Natural courſe of things, and refers (as to a Parallel 
Event) to what befell Alexander and his Army at the Pamphy- 
han Sea. | | e 
FROM one of this turn, is it to be expected, that He 
ſhould relate this Miracle at the Pool, ſo much leſs Remark- 


able than that of doſes ® Foſephus's ſilence therefore about this hat 
Story of the Pool is no more an Argument againſt it, than Mr. hac 
W's Outcries are: It may be True, tho' the One has ſaid no- a ( 
thing concerning it; and notwithſtanding all that the Other has the 
ſaid againſt it. | for 
AFTER all, let Mr. V. tell me, to what End and Pu | 
ſe ſhould St. ohn romance in this particular Story: Did this Wa 
Miracle do any Honour to Feſus Or had it any neceſſary wh 
Connection with that which he wrought on the [nfirm Man? M 
If St. Fohn had not known it to be True, or at leaſt if the Te 
current Report of the 2 had not run this way, would he wr 
have mention'd it, when the Cure that his Maſter wrought ao 
was equally the ſame Miraculous one, whether this Poo! had th: 
ever had ſuch a Healing Quality or not ? Theſe Queſtions the 
T leave with him, in return r the Many which he has Te 
ask'd about this Story; and I now call upon him to allow we 
(as he ſays he 7 St. Fohn's word to F s ſooner than ano- uſe 
ther Man's, if the Account was not loaded with Improba- Or 
bilities, p. 39. I bave taken the Load off from it, and there- ch; 
fore- I hope that he will permit us to take the benefit of his me 
Conceſſion. | m: 
2 f. BUT it is time to come to the other Part of the Story, ne 
which we are more nearly intereſted in, I mean the Miraculous 
Cure, which Jeſus perform'd upon the Man, who was there at th 
the Pool, and had had an Infirmity for thirty and eight Years. Je 
T © this Mr. V. Objects two things, 3 al, 
THAT 75 by healing only One out of the great multitude P- 
of Impotent Folk at the Pool, ſhew'd either want of Power, or th 
want of Mercy and Compaſſion, p. 49, 50. and or 
THAT, becauſe we don't know what the Man's Infirmity was, | ne 
there neither is, nor can be proved to be any thing ſupernatural in al 
it, p. 34, 83. tin 
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T O the Firſt of theſe Objections it may be anſwer'd, that 
efus, who knew what was in Man, might know this [nfirm 
an to be the Fitteſt Object on account of his Good Diſ- 


poſition to receive and be thankful for ſuch a Gracious Favour ; 


or Feſus might conſider him as more Helpleſs than the Reſt, 


becauſe (as the Man himſelf ſaid) he had no one, when the Water 


was troubled, to put him into the Pool; or if neither of theſe 
two Reaſons will ſatisfy Mr. V. that which St. John __ 
ſhould (one would think) be ſufficient not only to anſwer his 
Queſtion, but to have' prevented it : for St. Fohn uſhers in the 
Account of this Man's Cure with ſaying, Feſus knew that he 
had been now a long time in that Caſe, ver. 6. His Diſtemp 

had continued on him for thirty-eight Years; and was not that 


the ſingling of him out of the Number, as t 
for Relief 

AND how does it appear from hence, that there was an 
want of Power in Feſus ? for ſurely by the ſame Power wit 
which he healed One, if it was Miraculous, he might heal 
Many : all Cures are alike to a Divine Hand : Admit that 


propereſt Ob 


a Circumſtance to move Compaſſion ? ＋ 4 not that 51550. 


Jeſus wrought one, and you muſt admit that he could have 


wrought more, if he had pleas'd : When it is ſaid that he could 


do no mighty works at Nazareth, Mark vi. 4. it is not meant 


that he had not Power to do them, as This Commentator on 
the New Teſtament underſtands it (Diſc. 2. p. 15.) but that 
Feſus did not or would not, becauſe they, with whom he was, 
were not qualify'd with any Good Diſpoſitions to make a right 
uſe of them. If Mr. V. ſhould think this a Comment of my 
Own upon the Words, I could ſhew it to be St. Matthew's, 
chap. xlii. 58. and ſupport it better than He ever did any Com- 
ment of his Own; for I could give him Proofs (and thoſe as 


many as he ſhall call for) that 2x zSwaro mult in many paſſages. 


neceſſarily have this ſignification. 
BUT Mr. M. is not fo ſoon fatisfy'd ; for he goes on to ſay, 


that St. Matthew, St. Mark, and St. Luke tell us ſuch Stories of 


Jeſus's healing Power, as would incline us to think, that he cur'd 
all wherever he came, becauſe he healed all manner of Diſeaſes, 
p. 50. They may incline a heedleſs Reader of their Goſpels to 
think ſo, or a Captious one may ſay this whether he thinks fo 
or not: For if the Evangeliſts have ſaid that he healed all man- 
ner of Diſeaſes, does it follow from thence that they ſay he heal'd 
all wherever he came? if he cur'd ſome who were Blind at one 
time, the Lame at another, and fo at different times cured the 
Diſeas'd of every kind, or if he cur'd all forts at any one time, 
this is enough to make good the Aſſertion; all that can be con- 
cluded from it is, that there was no ſort of Diſeaſe which Teſs 
did not ſhew himſelf able to cure: and the Evangeliſts wa. 
| | te 
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tell us the very contrary to what this Author concludes; for 
Inſtance, St. Mart, chap. vi. 4. ſays, that at Nazareth he could 
(i. e. would) do no mighty works, ſave that he laid his Hands 

en a few fick Folk and healed them; there were others there- 
in the ſame condition whom he did not heal. The Evan- 
B. (I grant) do often ſpeak of Jeſus's healing all manner of 
eaſes as St. Matt. chap. xii. 15. ſays, that, when the Multi- 
tude follow d Feſus, he healed them all, and chap. xiv. 14. that 
when they followed him on foot out of the Cities into a Deſert 
place, he was mov'd with Compaſſion toward them and healed 
them. But ſhould it not be conſider'd, that in both theſe Caſes 
thoſe, who were healed, were ſuch as followed Feſus, and there- 
by manifeſted their Belief that he was come from God, and was 
therefore able to heal them? In this firm perſuaſion they left 
their habitations and came to him, as the Learned Biſhop Chandler 
had expreſs'd himſelf, and thereby guarded his Aſſertion from 
that very Exception which Mr. V. has made to it: And was 


74 


This the Caſe here, at the Pool? The great Multitude, that was 


preſent at it, Fe/us found there when he paſſed by; they came 
not to him, fo far from it that they lay there in hopes of being 
cur'd by other means than Jeſis's Power. What then? if ſome 
Evangeliſts ſay that Feſus healed all the ſick that followed him, 
does St. Fohn give a Contrary Account, when he tells us that 
at this Pool Feſus did not heal above one of thoſe who did not 
fallow him ? | 

HIS ſecond Objection to this Miracle is, that, becauſe we 
don't know what the Man's Infirmity was, there neither is, nor 
can be prov'd to be any thing ſupernatural in it. On the con- 
trary I undertake to ſhew, that, let the /nfirmity have been of 
what ſort ſoever he pleaſes, provided he allows it to have been 
4 Diſtemper, there was a Miracle wrought in the Cure of it. 
The Original word A erd is always in the Goſpels us d on 
theſe occaſions to ſignify a Diſeaſe or Diſtemper ; and the Fa- 
thers generally thought this Man's to have been a Pal ; 
but we will take the loweſt Senſe of the Word, and ſuppoſe 
it was only a Weakneſs in his Limbs ; yet conſider that it was 
a Weakneſs of thirty-eight Years Continuance ; and as it was 
2 Confirm'd one, ſo it had prevai'd upon him to a Great degree, 
for he was forc'd to have his Bed or Chair brought along with 
him. to the Pool fide. Such was =_ — grep —— and 
yet upon Jeſus's only ſaying to him, Riſe, take up thy Bed, and 
Lat Fu de told tau le Way immediately made whole, and took 
up his Bed and walked. The Cure, you ſee, was effected in a 
Moment, and was ſo Compleat an one, as that from being 
oblig'd to reſt himſelf on his Bed, he was immediately able not 
only to walk, but to carry his Bed : and is there here no evident 
mark of a r Power in Jeſus? No, ſays Mr. W. 
p. 53. for Inſtances may be given of Infirmities of a long Dura- 


tion, 
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tion, which in time, and efpecially in Old Age wear of. How 
Old Age ſhould be a Cure, I am not at leiſure to enquire z but 
allowing it, what are ſuch & aver to the purpoſe here? for this 
Man's Infirmity is not repreſented as wearing off by time, but as 


lift, when he adds, I bo knows but this was the Caſe of the 
75 ent Man ; whoſe mag Feſus obſerving, to be wearing off, 
bid him be gone, and take up his Couch, for he would ſoon be 
made whole ® Mr. V. may know that this was not the Caſe ; 
por 4 John tells him, that the Man was immediately made 
whole. 
STILL Mr. V. has one Refuge; for he ſuppoſes, that ſuch 
Cures as theſe may be perform'd without a Divine Power, by the 
Help of Imagination only, p. 35. This Topick he inſiſts upon 
here, and elſewhere in his Diſcourſes, and therefore I ſhall conſi- 
der it diſtintly. That there may in many Caſes have been 
Cures of Chronical Diſeaſes brought about by the help of a 
ſtrong Imagination, this Author ſuppoſes ; and I will not call his 
Suppoſal in queſtion. However this we may be Certain of, that 
in every Caſe, which we have any credible Account of, there is 
one Circumſtance which plainly diſtinguiſhes them from the 
miraculous Cures wrought by Jeſus, viz. They were never 
effected at once, and in a Moment: But when Surpriſe, Joy, 
and a ſtrong Faith that he ſhould be cur'd, had ſo work'd upon 
the Patient, as to give a new Turn and Motion to his Spirits, 
and to the Juices of his Body, he has only begun from that Mo- 
ment to find an Amendment; and the Impreſſion of the ſame 
Paſſions remaining ſtrong upon him afterwards, he has recover d 
and in Length of time the Cure has been com- 
pleated, Nature helping to finiſh what the Imagination had im- 


feAly begun: This may be affirm'd to be the true Account of 


al thoſe Chronical Diſeaſes, ſuch as the King's Evil, &c. which 
this Author ſuppoſes to have ever been cur'd by the Help 
Imagination. 

BU T it is Remarkable, that in this Miracle, which is be- 
fore us, there is no Room to ſuppoſe any Help from the Imagi- 
nation; for the Infirm Man did not ſo much as know Jeſus, 
even after he was healed ; he 1wi/t not who it was, that had bid 


bim take up his Bed and walk, as St. John aſſures us, Verle 13. 


and when Jeſus ſaid to him at the Pool, Wilt thou be made 
whole ? it is plain by his Anſwer (Sir, I have no Man when the 
Water is troubled, &c.) that he expected nothing leſs than to 
be heal'd by a Divine Power in Fees. In this caſe then how 


could Imagination contribute to his Cure? It all lay the other 


way, againſt Feſus's Power, and if it operated at all, would 
more naturally have prevented a Cure than forwarded it. Let 
us never than be told for the future, that this Infirm Man's Cure 
was owing to Imagination, when it appears, that he knew = 

| | Who 


healed in a Moment: and therefore Mr. V. contradicts the Evan- 
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who Feſus was, and was waiting for Relief from another Quarter, 
of which too he almoſt deſpair d. | 
FRO M what has been ſaid, it may be concluded that the 
Cure, wrought by Feſus upon the Infirm Man, was and is 
prov'd ta be a Supernatural one, whatever his Infirmity was ; 
and for this Concluſion, I have not only the Reaſons before- 
mention'd, but Mr. Vs own Confeſſion, Diſc. 4. p. 9. where, 
in the Blind Man's Caſe, he allows, that, if Feſus had usd no 
Medicines, if with a Word of his Mouth he had cured the Man, 
and he ha 2 recover'd, as the Word was i oken, 
here would have been a Real and Great Miracle, let the 25 s 
or Imperfection of the Man's Sight before be of what - kind or 
gree ſoever. Every Circumſtance, which he requires towards 
making a True Miracle in the Blind man's Caſe, is exa&al 
found in this /nfirm Man's; and therefore I hope that Mr. . 
will be convinc'd, if not by what I have ſaid, yet by what he 
himſelf has ſaid, that the Literal Story of this Miracle ſhews it 
to be a Real and Great one. 


II. ANOTHER Miracle of Jeſus, which gives great Of- 
fence to Mr. . on Account of the Literal Story, is (m) his Heal- 
ing the Paralytick, who was let down thro' the Roof of the Houſe 
—_— was at Capernaum. it 

T HIS Story he calls the mot Monftrouſly Abſurd, Impro- 
bable, and Incredible of any, according to the Letter, þ 51. This 
is His way of entering upon every Miracle, he deſcribes every 
one as the Worſt; but the Readerjhas already ſeen ſo much of 
his manner of handling Miracles, as not to be overborne with 


ſuch a General Attack as This: What Mr. . has to offer 


in proof of this Aſſertion, ſhall be fully confider'd, after I 
have laid before the Reader in one view the True Circumftances 
of the _ ne 

ä > SUS came to Capernaum (Mark ii. 1.) and entring into 
a Houſe where he had been accuſtom'd to lodge, the People of 
the City hearing of it, gather'd together about the Houſe in great 
Numbers, ſo that there was no room to receive them, no, not ſo 
much as about the Door, ver. 2. On this Occafion Jeſus being 
within the Houſe preached the Word to them: If he was in a 
Ground-Room, by the 7# Tei: T 3yoay may be meant the 
Porch or Veſtibule of the Houſe ; but if he was in an Upper- 
Room (which is more likely), theſe Words may be underſtood 
of the Area, or Court-Yard, or Space between the Outer-Wall 
and the Houſe itſelf : And in this Caſe it may be preſum'd, that 
He taught the Crowd from ſome Window of the Upper-Room, 
ſo as that thoſe who were within the Room where he was, and 


| (n) Mr. *, Diſcourſe 4. p. 51. The Story is recorded by St. 
Matt, chap. wx, St. Mark, chap. ii, and St, Luke, chap. v. a <4 
thoſe 


thoſe who were Below in the Yard might all at once hear his 
Doctrine. The Story being ſilent about the Floor in which 
Feſus was, we may chooſe that Suppolition which moſt favours 
the Literal Account. 

I T is well known both from the Sacred Writers and others, 
that the Jetoiſb Houſes (as they always are in the Eaſtern Coun- 
tries) were built low, having ſeldom above TWO Floors or Sto- 
ries ; and that the Tops of them (called S#nara) were not co- 
vered with ſloping Roofs: as Ours are, but were flat, and ſur- 
rounded with Battlements breaſt-high to prevent falling, as God 
himſelf had commanded, Deut. xxii. 8. Upon theſe flat Tops 
of their Houſes the Fews us'd to walk in the Cool of the Day, 
as David did, 2 Sam. xi. 2. or to fit at any Hour of the Day 
under a Tent or other Cover to ſerve them for a Shade; thus a 
Tent was pitchd for Abſalom on the Houſe-Top, 2 Sam. xvi. 22. 
And it was not unuſual with the Fews to perform Religious 
Worſhip there, for not only the Jews burnt Incenſe upon them ta 
all the Hoſt of Heaven, as Jerem. tells us, chap. xix. 13. but 


St. Peter is ſaid in As x. g. to have been roving upon the 


Houſe-Top about the fixth Hour. And this Cuſtom is farther 
confirm'd by the Command which our Saviour gave to his 
Diſciples, Matt. x. 27. that, what they heard in the Ear, they 
ſhould preach upon the Houſe-Tops : Which Command ſeems 
to intimate too, that the Zewyh Houſes were not commonly 
higher than Two Stories, for otherwiſe the Houſe-Tops would 
have been too high for any to have preached from them ſo as 
to be heard. | 

AND as their Houſes were thus Low, and the Roofs of them 
Flat, ſo there was a Way from within the Houſe out upon the 
Roof by a Pair of Stairs, at the Top of which was (n) a Door 
which lay even with the Roof, but was lifted up upon occaſion 
for a Paſſage out, and had no doubt ſome faſtening to ſecure the 
Houſe from Thieves. | | 

N OR was This the only way up to the Roof, for on the Out- 
ſide too of the Houſe, the Fews had (as well (e) as other Na- 
tions) a fix'd Pair of Stairs or Ladder, by which they could 
aſcend from the Ground to the Roof without entring into the 
Houſe. 

THE former of theſe Aſſertions appears plainly from our Sa- 
viour's Advice to the Fetus, when ſpeaking of the Swiſtneſs with 
which the General Deſtruction was to overtake their Nation, 
( See Lightfoot's Quotations to this purpoſe out of the Talmud, 
where it is called the Way of the Roof. 

(o) Among the Greeks too the ſame Cuſtom ſeems to have pre- 
vail'd ; for in the Pheniſ/e of Euripides, Antigone goes out of the 
Houſe, and by a Ante made of Cedar mounts up to the Roof, as 
may. be ſeen by comparing ver. 99, 100 and 201 together. 
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he ſays, Mark xiii. 15. Let him that is on the Houſe-Top, not 
go down into the Houſe, neither enter therein to take any thing 
out of the Houſe. And the latter Aſſertion may be fairly drawn 
from the ſame Words of our Saviour, becauſe the Advice ſup- 

that there was another and a nearer way of deſcending 

the Houſe-Top, which is not to be underſtood (we may 
be ſure) of venturing their Necks by throwing themſelves down 
from it; nor can it well be underſtood of any other than a Pair 
of Stairs or ſtanding Ladder plac'd on the Outſide of their 


T HIS then being generally the Faſhion of the Few:i/ Houſes, 
was probably the Faſhion of That at ot pry where, while 
7 was preaching to the People, and while the Room where 

ſtood was filled, and even the Space about the Door below 
was crowded with Hearers, a Man ſick of the Palſy was brought 
in a Couch or (p) ſort of Elbow Chair, by four Perſons who 
carried him: And when his Bearers could not find a Way thro” 
the Crowd about the Door, becauſe the Multitude was ſo Great 
and fo very Attentive, they bethought themſelves of going round 
the Houſe, and petting at Feſus by another way ; which was to 
carry the Paralytick up the Stairs on the Outſide of the Houſe, 
and by that Method they brought him up upon the Roof : When 
they were got thus far, it ſeems that they found the Door (or 
Way of the Roof, as the Fewiſh Rabbins it) ſhut and faſten'd, 
by which they had to convey the ſick Man down into 
the Room where Jeſus was. To work then the Bearers go, 
and force open the Door of the Roof, which St. Mark ex- 
preſſes by &Triciſaoar Thy gu, they uncover d the Roof, i. e. 
(4) open'd the Door, which lying Even with the Root 
was a Part of it, when it was let down and ſhut: And be. 
cauſe they us'd Force in opening the Door, St. Luke ſpeaks of 


pc CER 
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(p) St. Mark calls it xpdCCalos, and St. Luke xu jẽu: fo that 

4 two words are ſynonymous. Now Heſchius explains the word 
u toy by £vTtA2s xAivid oy poroxotTior, from whence it may 
be remark'd that there were xA!vi/2 no larger than for One per- 
ſon only, and of a much ſmaller fize than the word Bed conveys 
an Idea of to an Exglis Reader. And this ſeems to be the Size of 
the Bed or Chair in this place; for tho' Four perſons help'd to 

the Sick man in it, yet it was no larger than what He 

alone could carry, when he was heal'd by Jeſus, as appears by the 
Story. ! | 

7 ) That this is the Senſe of St. Mar#'s words, appears from 
conſidering, that if the Door reſembled the Trap-doors at the we 
of ſome of our Houſes, and if, when let down, it lay even wit 
the Roof, it was properly a Part of the Roof ; and of conſequence 
the lifting or forcing it up was ancovering the Roof. 


them 
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them as (r) iZopyZavlec breaking it up, or rather pulling it out 
of the F ** And having done this, they let down che Couch 
and the Sick Man upon it (probably two of them going firſt 
down to receive the Bed, and the other two letting it gently 
down into their Arms) which in St. Luke's Phraſe is Ju 7c 


uipduwr xadirav, they let him down thro" the tiling, i. e. thro 


the Roof, Which, except where the Door was, was pav'd with 
(s)« Tiles : By theſe means they brought the Paralytick into 
the Room, and found no difficult matter to place him in the 
midi before Jeſus. Upon this Jeſus ſeeing how great the Faith 
of this Man and his Bearers was, who had taken ſo much 
goons to get at him, was pleas'd, on this occaſion, to heal the 
aralytick in a Miraculous manner, as the Sequel of the Story 
aſſures us, | . 

I F this Account be a True, or at leaſt a Probable one, as it 
ſeems to be both from the Account itſelf, and the Notes ſub- 
join'd to it, we may be able to give a ſatisfactory Anſwer to the 
e! of Abſurdities which Nr. M. has brought in ſuch Plenty 
againſt the Literal Story. 

H E begins with aking, What did the e throng and 
preſs fe? Was it (ſays he) to fre Ae work Miracles Fl then 
the People fagfirate their own Expettations by not making 
way for the Paralytick. But tho' the Intent of ſome that 
crowded the Door might be to be healed by him, yet it is 
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(r) This word #ZopyZav]e; is omitted in the Camb. Greek MS. 
and it is not expreſs'd in the Old Latin MS. of the Abby of Cor- 
bie, nor indeed in the Syr. Perfic. and Zthiop. Verſions, But 
there is no need to ſuppoſe the Greek word not to be genuine ; for 
we may underſtand by it, no more than pu//ing, or per, the 


Door out of its Frame, without any digging, or uſing of Inſtru- 


ments for that purpoſe ; The Vulg. has patefacientes, which comes 
to the ſame in effect with eZopuZay]e5,* and does not imply, that 
there was any digging us'd in the opening of it : but only that 
the Door was broken open, or pulled out, in which Senſe St. Paul 
uſes this very word, Gal. iv. 1 5: Tus dpbNaruus vizev tCopuiay]es, 
pulling out your Eyes, i. e. by force, but not by digging, in the pro- 
per and ſtrict meaning of the word. It may be © ſerv'd too, that 
the Couch or Chair not being a Large one (as we ſhew'd in the 
Note (p) p. 78.) it might be ler or carried down, with the ſick 
_ upon it, without widening the Paſſage, or making any Hole 
ut it. 
(5) Kipaper and 74% , (or n) are ſynonymous words in 
the Greek Authors, as Steph. in voce #4pau@ informs us; who 
adds, Pollux tradit non ſuo tempore ſolum, n4patuov fuiſſe vocatum 
ipſum TeyCr, ſed 8 guogue ita appellafſe in Cocalo : And 
the fame thing may be obſery'd. b comparing, wer. 1286. of 
Ariftoph. Viſpe together with the Note of the Ancient Scholiaſt 
upon it. 


probable 
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probable that the Greater part might have come to hear his 
Doctrine (with which St. Luke tells us, Chap. iv. 32, that 
they had been a/foniſhed, when Feſns was the laſt time amon 
them) ; and they certainly who came on this Account did 
not fruſtrate their own Expectations in not giving way to 
this Paralytick : on the contrary, if they had retir'd to make 
room for him, then they would have furniſh'd Mr. V. with 
more Ground for this ObjeRtion. | | 
BUT he on, Was it then to 922 preach ? No 
(ays he) for Capernaum was Feſus's own Country, and there- 
fore he was without Honour there. The Fact is falſe, and 
therefore his Concluſion from it muſt be groundleſs ; for Ca- 
pernaum was not Jelus's own Country, but Nazareth, which 
the Evangeliſts juſtly call fo, becauſe he lived there for the 
beſt part of thirty Years. It is ſaid indeed by the Evange- 
liſts, that Jeſus had been twice at Capernaum before this time 
but of his firſt time of going thither we read, that he con- 
tinued there not many days, John ii. 12. When he went the 
ſecond time, tho* St. Matt. chap. iv. 13. ſays that he „- 
TWxncw in Capernaum, yet from (t) St. Mar#'s account of 
the matter it ſeems as if Jeſus ſtaid there but one Day and 
one Night: If I ſhould allow Mr. W. the moſt that he can 
my draw from it, yet his Abode there muſt have been 
ut for a few days; and with this Account St. Matthew's 
Word «a7@xnce» well agrees, which may as well be render'd 
he - ſajourn'd or houſed there, as be F mar there: This Leigh 
has ſhewn in his Critica Sacra. I confeſs that, tho* no 
Evangeliſt calls Capernaum Jeſus's own Country, yet St. Mat- 
thew, ix. 1. ſeems to mean this Place when he calls it Jeſus's 
own City : Here Mr. V. may think (if he pleaſes) that J 
yield up the Point, and grant him, tho' not the ſame, yet 
ſomething Equivalent to what he aſſerted. But I would ad- 
viſe him not to triumph too ſoon, for I aſſure him that 
this Conceſſion will never ſerve his purpoſe : Tho? Feſus 
had been but twice at Capernaum before this Time we are 
ſpeaking of, and had ſtaid there ſo little a while each time; 
Jets after the Cure of this Paralytick, Jeſus during the reſt of 
his Life frequently went down to Capernaum, and made long 
Abodes there : He ſeems to have choſen it for the Ordinary 
lace of his Reſidence, and therefore St. Matthew (who wrote 
is Goſpel after the Death of Feſus) might probably enough 
call it his own City, tho' it had not a Right to that Name 
at the time when Jeſus heal'd there the Man who was ſick 
of the Pally, So that, if Capernaum was not Feſus's own 
Country in any Senſe, nor his own City at that time when 


the People flock'd to hear him, the Proverb, that a Prophet is 


{t ) See chap. i. ver. 21, 29, 32, and 35. compar'd together. : 
without 
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avithottt honour” in his oton Country, is no Objection to this Cir- 
eumſtance of the Story. If the Evangeliſts may be believ'd, 
we find, that, the laſt time before this Appearance of Teſus 
in Capernaum, all the City was gather d together at the Door, 
where he was, Mark i. 33. and they were aſtoniſhed at his 
Doctrine, for his word was with Power, Luke iv. 32. If he 
Jeft them then in ſuch Amazement, it is no wonder, that at 
this third time of his coming they flock'd about him in great 
Numbers. r 8 | 
BUT why (fays Mr. ) had net the Parahtick and his 
Bearers the Patience to wait till the Crowd was diſperſed ? 
The Man at the Pool of Betheſda had too much Patience, it 
ſeems, and This Man too little“ Any thing will ſerve for an 
Objection, I perceive ; But if this Paralytick and his Bearers 
had not Patience, to Mr. Vs Size, what is that to the Miracle? 
And yet perhaps 32 were not ſo blameable for their Eagerneſs, 
as he imagines: For how could they know but that Feſus 
might leave the City as ſoon as he had done preaching, and 
before the Crowd was well diſperſed? If this was their Fear, 
it was no Unlikely one to happen ; for when Ces was laſt 
among them, the Crowd continued about his Door till Night 
(very probably till late at Night, as the Circumſtances ſeem to 
), and he left the City in the Morning a great while before 
Day, Mark i. 35. And why might not his Departure be as 
ſudden now? Thus the Sick Man and his Bearers might have 
reaſon'd ; and if they did, they reaſon'd better than Mr. V. has 
done in any part of his Diſcourſes, at leaſt than he does in what 
mg EE; | 2 — 
TF they could not (ſays he) get to the Door of the Houſe for 


| the Preſs, ef conſequence they could not come at the Sides of it. 


Some men have their peculiar ways of arguing, and this Mr. V. 
may call one of His, without fear of Envy. For where is the 
Con ſeguence? If the Door was crowded, muſt that whole Side 
of the Houſe be fo too? Or if that Side was crowded, had the 
Houſe no other Sides? May it not have had Three others? 
And why will not he allow One of them to have been Clear 
for the Paralytick to have come up to it? if the Crowd 
came to hear Jeſus teach, it ſeems moſt probable that they 
were all got together on that Side only from whence he was 
teaching. | | 

W EL L, but the Sick Man (ſays he p. 57.) was hawPd and 
heaved up to the Top of the Houſe with Ropes and Ladders 
Here he doubts not but he has got hold of an Abſurdity in 
the Literal Story; but he has no faſt hold of it, as will ap- 
pear ; for there was no need of Hhatoling or heaving, of Ropes 
or Ladders to be brought, if my Account of the Fewyh 
Houſes be a- True, or even a Probable one. All, that the 
Bearers had to do, was to _ the Sick Man round about 


by 
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by ſome private way to that ſide of the Houſe, where the Stairs 
or Ladder was, which led from the Ground to the Houſe- 
Top: up theſe Stairs they carried him with no more trouble 
than they had been at to bring him down the Stairs of his 
own Houſe. N ” | ec 
. STILL Mr. V. is not ſatisfy d: He has Abſurdities in 
Store to charge the Literal Account with; ſuch as uncevering 
the Roof, and breaking 7 Tiles, Spars and Rafters; and making 
a Hole capacious enugh for the Man and his Bed to be let 
thro, . 57. It was well (ſays he) if Jeſus and his Diſciples 
4% with only a Broken Pate, by the falling of the Tiles, 
' end if the reſt were not ſmother'd with Duſt, p. 58. But here 
Mr. V. raiſes a Df without occaſion; for if there was (as I 
ſhew'd to be Proba le) a Door on the Roof of the Houſe 
which lay Flat and Even with the Roof, the Bearers had 
nothing to do but to force and pull it Open: and for this 
they might only draw ſome Nails, and take off the Hinges, 
or they might only break part of the Door or -Door-Frame : 
All which might be done without raiſing any troubleſome 
Duſt, or breaking the Pate of any one below with the Tiles, 
even tho'. we ſhould ſuppoſe that this Door of the Roof was 
directly over the Room, where Jeſus and his Diſciples were: 
But why may not we ſuppoſe that the Stairs up to the Roof, 
and the Door at the Top of them were without the Room, 
as they commonly are among Us? If they were, what will 
become then of Mr. Vs fancied Abſurdity ? In this Caſe the 
railing of ſome Duſt, and the dropping of a few Tiles would 
fall ſhort of all the miſchief which he (it ſeems) is ſo very ap- 
.prehenhve c. ot 27 66h ate Les 

MR. W. has (I perceive) look'd into ſome of our Commen- 
tators on this Chapter, and takes notice that Dr. Lightfoot and 
Dr. Whitby have both maintain'd, that the Roofs of the Zeri/b 
Houſes were Flat, and: had a Door in them, by which the 
 Fews us'd to aſcend to the Tops of their Houſes, p. 58. But 

doubts whether what theſe Learned Men have ſaid comes 
up to the Caſe here, and is conſiſtent with the ſeveral Expreſ- 
ſions us'd by St. Mark and St. Luke on this occaſion : That it 
is conſiſtent, I have already ſhew'd ; and therefore I ſhall only 
take notice of what he adds, To indulge them in their Notton, 
I may ask them, What occaſion was there then of widening the 
Door- tway, and breaking down the Sides Fit? p. 59. T here 
was no occaſion, I believe, nor is any mention made of the 
Bearers doing this; the word op a, (as I ſaid before) not 
neceſſarily implying any more than that they 2 the Door 
open by force: and therefore if theſe be all the Objections which 
Mr. V,. has to make againſt the Notions of thoſe Learned Men, 
they may ſtill paſs for Able Commentators, in the Number of 
which Mr. W. will neyer be reckon'd. 71 
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ALL this while (ſays Mr. V. pag. 58.) where was the Good 
Man of the Houſe? He was preſent, we may ſuppoſe ; but 
if ſo little miſchief was done by the Entrance made for the 
Sick Man and his Bed, the Good man of the Houſe had not 
all the Provocation, which the Queſtion ſuppoſes : in Crowds 
and Throngs Men are content to bear ſome ſmall Inconve- 
nience: it is generally in vain for them to complain of a 
Mob, - whoſe rneſs is too great to be reſtrain'd by the 
Outcry of One Man: and perhaps this Maſter of the Houſe 
might be ſo attentive to Jes preaching that he might not 
perceive what was doing above at the Door, till it was done 
and the Entrance made; eſpecially if the Door and the Stairs 
leading up to it were without the Room where 125 and He 
were: or (it may be) he was Unwilling to diſturb ſuch heavenly 
Doctrine upon ſo light an Occaſion as the breaking Open a 
Door, by thoſe, whoſe only Motive was to bring a Sick 
Man before Feſus, that he might be heal'd by a Miracle : or 
(for what Mr. V. knows to the contrary) he did call out to 
forbid their forcible Entrance into his Houſe, tho' to no Pur- 
poſe : Theſe and many other Suppoſitions may be made, and 
any one of them (I think) is an Over-match for Mr. Vs 


ueſtion. | 
W HE laſt Demand which he has to make on this Head, 
is, Why did not Jeſus, to prevent this Trouble and Damage ts 
the Houſe, aſcend thro the Door-way to the Top of it, and 
there heal the Poor Man? To which Queſtion he requires 
an Anſwer that will conſiſt with the Wiſdom, the Goodneſs and 
Honour of Jeſus, p. 60. But if the Trouble of the Bearers, 
and the Damage done to the Houſe was ſo ſmall as I have re- 
8388 it, no Objection can be form'd from hence to the 

iſadvantage of any of theſe Qualities in Teſus: For his heal- 
ing the Paralytick was equally an Act of Goodneſs, whether he 
went up to the Man, or the Man was ſuffer' d to come down 
to Him : The Pains, that the Sick Man and his Bearers took 
to get at Jeſus, ſhew'd the Strength of their Faith, and, on 
that Account it was not Improper to permit them to ſhew how 
fit Objects they were of Feſus's Compaſſion. But I may ask 
this Author, Whether if eus had gone up to the Top of the 
Houſe, and had wrought the Cure there, Mr. V. would have 
had the Crowd follow him there too? if not, then the Mira- 
cle would have been wrought upon the Paralytick before a 
pn few Witneſſes : Whereas Feſus by ſuffering the Sick Man 
and his Bed to be brought down inta the Room, gave an Qp- 


— to all that were Preſent of ſeeing a Real and Great 


iracle wrought : In this View then Jeſus certainly did what 
was conſiſtent with his Wiſdom and his Honour too, for he 
thereby manifeſted his Glory, and made a greater Diſplay of 
the Divine Power that was you him: Nor can it be — 
| 2 ut 


by ſome private way to that ſide of the Houſe, where the Stairs 
or Ladder was, which led from the Ground to the Houſe- 
Top: up theſe Stairs they carried him with no more trouble 
than they had been at to bring him down the Stairs of his 
own Houſe. 6 by yy 
_ STILL Mr. V. is not fatisfy'd : He has Abſurdities in 
Store to charge the Literal Account with; ſuch as uncevering 
the Roof, and breaking 7 Tiles, Spars and Rafters; and making 
a Hole capacious enugh for the Man and his Bed to be let 
thro, P 57. It was well (ſays he) if Jeſus and his Diſciples 
gfeap's with only a Broken Pate, by the falling of the Tiles, 
and if the reſt were not ſmother'd with Duſt, p. 38. But here 
Mr. V. raiſes a ny without occaſion; for if there was (as I 
ſhew'd to be Probable) a Door on the Roof. of the Houſe 
which lay Flat and Even with the Roof, the Bearers had 
nothing to do but to force and pull it Open: and for this 
they might only draw ſome Nails, and take off the Hinges, 
or they might only break part of the Door or -Door-Frame : 
All which might be done without raiſing any troubleſome 
Duſt, or breaking the Pate of any one below with the Tiles, 
even tho'. we ſhould ſuppoſe that this Door of the Roof was 
directly over the Room, where Jeſus and his Diſciples were: 
But why may not we ſuppoſe that the Stairs up to the Roof, 
and 'the Door at the Top of them were without the Room, 
as they commonly are among Us? If they were, what will 
become then of Mr. Vs fancied Abſurdity ? In this Caſe the 
railing of ſome Duſt, and the dropping of a few Tiles would 
fall ſhort of all the miſchief which he (it ſeems) is ſo very ap- 
, os noe (hf op fe ane ban 

MR. V. has (I perceive) look'd into ſome of our Commen- 
tators on this Chapter, and takes notice that Dr. Lightfoot and 
Dr. Whitby have both maintain'd, that the Roofs of the Zewi/b 
Houſes were Flat, and had a Door in them, by which the 
 Zews us'd to aſcend to the Tops of their Houſes, p. 58. But 

doubts whether what theſe Learned Men have ſaid comes 
up to the Caſe here, and is conſiſtent with the ſeveral Expreſ- 
ſions us'd by St. Mark and St. Luke on this occaſion : That it 
is conſiſtent, I have already ſhew'd ; and therefore I ſhall only 
take notice of what he adds, To indulge them in their Notton, 
I may ast them, What occaſion was there then of widening the 
Door- way, and breaking down the Sides of it? p. 59. There 
was no occaſion, I believe, nor is any mention made of the 
Bearers doing this; the word p ue (as I ſaid before) not 
neceſſarily implying any more than that they pull'd the Door 
open by force: and therefore if theſe be all the Objections which 
Mr. V, has to make againſt the Notions of thoſe Learned Men, 


they may ſtill paſs for Able Commentators, in the Number of 


which Mr. J. will neyer be reckon'd. 
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Part IV. JESUS Vindicated. | 83 
ALL this while (ſays Mr. VV. pag. 58.) where was the Good 
Man of the Houſe? He was preſent, we may ſuppoſe z but 
if ſo little miſchief was done by the Entrance made for the 
Sick Man and his Bed, the Good man of the Houſe had not 
all the Provocation, which the Queſtion ſuppoſes : in Crowds 
and Throngs Men are content to bear ſome ſmall Inconve- 
nience: it 1s _ in vain for them to complain of a 
Mob, - whoſe rneſs is too great to be reſtrain'd by the 
Outcry of One Man : and perhaps this Mafter of the Houſe 
might be ſo attentive to Zeſus's preaching that he might not 
perceive what was doing above at the Door, till it was done 
and the Entrance made ; eſpecially if the Door and the Stairs 
leading up to it were without the Room where 125 and He 
were: or (it may be) he was Unwilling to diſturb ſuch heavenhy 
Doctrine upon ſo ſlight an Occaſion as the breaking Open a 
Door, by thoſe, whoſe only Motive was to bring a Sick 
Man before Feſus, that he might be heal'd by a Miracle: or 
(for what Mr. V. knows to the contrary) he did call out to 
forbid their forcible Entrance into his Houſe, tho' to no Pur- 
poſe : Theſe and many other Suppoſitions may be made, and 
any one of them (I think) is an Over-match for Mr. Vs 
Queſtion. | 
- THE laſt Demand which he has to make on this Head, 
is, Why did not Jeſus, to prevent this Trouble and Damage to 
the Houſe, aſcend thro the Door-way to the Top of it, and 
there heal the Poor Man? To which Queſtion he requires 
an Anſwer that will conſiſt with the Wiſdom, the Goodneſs and 
Honour of Jeſus, p. 60. But if the Trouble of the Bearers, 
and the Damage done to the Houſe was ſo ſmall as I have re- 
eſented it, no Objection can be form'd from hence to the 
Diſadvantage of any of theſe Qualities in Feſus: For his heal- 
ing the Paralytick was equally an Act of Goodneſs, whether he 
went up to the Man, or the Man was ſuffer'd to come down 
to Him : The Pains, that the Sick Man and his Bearers took 
to get at Feſus, ſhew'd the Strength of their Faith, and, on 
that Account it was not Improper to permit them to ſhew how 
fit Objects they were of Feſus's Compaſſion. But I may ask 
this Author, Whether if eus had gone « 4 the Top of the 
Houſe, and had wrought the Cure there, Mr. W. would have 
had the Crowd follow him there too? if not, then the Mira- 


cle would have been wrought upon the Paralytick before a 
| _ few Witneſſes: Whereas Feſus by ſuffering the Sick Man 
an 


his Bed to be brought down into the Room, gave an Op- 
portunity to all that were Preſent of ſeeing a Real and Great 
iracle wrought : In this View then Jeſus certainly did what 
was conſiſtent with his Wiſdom and his Honour too, for he 
thereby manifeſted his Glory, and made a greater Diſplay of 
the Divine Power that was 8 him: Nor can it be Es, 
2 ut 
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but that, if Feſus had taken the contrary method, and had 
one up tc the Roof, as Mr. V. expects he ſhould have done, 
Mr. . would have found a much greater Difficulty in that, 
and have ask'd with more colour of Reaſon, Why Jeſas de- 
"rived ſo many of his Hearers of the Opportunity. « — 
fo ſtupendous a Miracle wrought ? and probably he wo 
have concluded, that his healing the Man not before the: Com- 
any, but upon the Houſe-top, where only the Sick: Mat's 
Friends were preſent, carried with it ſtrong marks of Fraud and 
Impoſture. 8 e ee. 

UP ON the whole then of this Story, it appears to be ſo far- 
from being the moſt monſtrouſy Abſurd, Improbable, and Incre- 
dible of any, according io the Letter (as he calls it, 


x 51.) that: 
I can find no one Abſurdity in it, but what ariſes; from his 
Miſrepreſentations of it. 


IN the ſame manner, in which I have conſider'd theſe 
Two Miracles, I might proceed to conſider - the Reſt : but I 
have not Leiſure enough for the Work, and perhaps the 


Reader by this time may be ſatisfied with the Controverſy : 
The Miracles, which I have fi 


ingled out for Enquiry in This 

and the Preceding Parts, are ſuch as I judg'd to have ſome- 
thing of Difficulty in them, and not to have been ſufficiently 
explain'd,in all their Circumſtances by our Ableſt Commen- 
tators ; who in ſo large an Undertaking, as Theirs commonly 
is, had neither Room nor Time to enter into the minuter 
Diſquiſitions. But I have examin'd every Particular of the 
Literal! Account of thoſe Miracles, and I can aſſure: the Reader, 
that in all the Teſtimonies. of Authors, which I have made 
uſe of, to ſupport and confirm my. Qpinions, the Original has 
always been conſulted, and no Truſt has been given to Quo- 
tations at the ſecond hand: I have ſeen enough to convince 


me, that Writers of Great Repute for Learning are not 
always to be depended upon in this Caſe, and therefore to the 


Fountain I went ; for which reaſon, if at any time I quote 
Authors in a different manner, or a different Senſe from 
what the Reader may have found them elſewhere quoted 
in, it is hoped, that he will give me Credit ſo far as to 
take my Word, or refer himſelf to the Original for greater 
Certainty. a 

AT preſent I have no Intention to purſue this Subject any 
farther; I would only requeſt the Reader to conſider two 
Things: The one, that the Reality of Feſus's Reſurrection 
having been prov'd by unconteſtable Evidence, by all the Evi- 
dence that a Fact is capable of, nay, by: ſuch as no other paſt 
Fact in Nature ever could receive, it requires no Stretch of 
Faith to believe, that he wrought other Miracles, which are 
to all human Appearance of a leſs Difficult Nature; for to heal 


a Lame or a Blind man, or to raiſe a Dead man, has nothing 
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Part IV. JESUS Vindiated. 85 
ſo Inconceivable in it, as for a Man to raiſe Himſelf from the 
Dead: And if This be proy'd to have been done, the Other 
muſt be - readily admitted for a Truth, whatever little Cir- 
cumſtances there may be in the Story, which an Ignorant Man 
— 4 underſtand, or a Perverſe one may be able to miſre- 

reſent. an 
; THE other thing, which I wou'd requeſt the Reader to 
conſider, is This; Mr. V. has ſet before him fifteen of the 
Miracles aſcrib'd to Jeſus, and by his Management of them 
has repreſented them as the moſt Abſurd, 1 ty f and In- 
credible Stories that ever were deliver'd. ow let the Rea- 
der take all of them in this one View; and conſider whe- 
ther it be in the leaſt Probable, that ſuch Authors as the 
Evangeliſts are (certainly neither downright Fools nor down- 
right Mad-men), in their Accounts of what they declare upon 
their own Knowledge and Eye-fight, could poſſibly be guilty 
of ſo many Abſurdities as Mr. V. has charg'd their Narra- 
tions with. They either meant to write the Truth of Facts, 
or they did not: If the Firſt, then we may ask, whence it 
happen'd that Men, 1 what they ſaw, could fall 
into ſuch Miſtakes as Mr. V. ſuppoſes they did? But if they 
knowingly wrote Falſhoods, it may be ask'd again, how it 
came to paſs, that they, who intended to deceive, took no 
more care to ſecure their Credit, and make their Account 
Probable? Deceivers (one would naturally think) ſhould con- 
trive to make their Story hang together, and ſhould mention 
no Circumſtances but what they know to be conſiſtent with 
the Cuſtoms and Manners of thoſe, who were concern'd in 
it. The ordinary way to detect Men of this Character, is to 
find out that their Contemporaies, who might be as well ac- 
quainted with the Facts mention'd as Themſelves, have given 
Accounts, either Inconſiſtent with or Contradictory to 'T heirs : 


But he muſt be a wetched Impoſtor indeed, whole Story ſo 


plainly confutes itſelf, as Mr. V thinks thoſe of the Evan- 
2 do: To ſuppoſe this, is to ſuppoſe them the very 
eakeſt of Writers and of Men too. And how far they de- 


| ſerve that Character, muſt be left to the Judgment of every 


Impartial Reader of their Writings. We ſee then that Mr. 
V. overthrows all Probability on his Side of the Queſtion, by 
endeavouring to prove too much : he allows nothing to be Right, 
all is Falſbood, al is Abſurdity ; and yet there can be no greater 
Abſurdity in Nature (I think) than in believing, that Men of 
Senſe, who intended to Deceive, took no more pains to give 
a Colour to their Story, but left it Open and Expos'd to all 
the Objections which the Pen of Mr. J. has made againſt 
them. 

THIS I mention as a ſtrong Preſumption againſt what he 
has advanc'd ; But when it is farther conſider d what Anſwers : 

an 
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and others have given to his ſuppos d Abſurdities, I hope that 
every Unprejudic d Infidel will give a Fair hearing; and that 
every Serious Chriſtian will be the better confirm'd in his Be- 
lief, that the Literal Account of all the Miracles of Jeſus it 
True, and that they are a Demonſtration, - that the Power of 
God was with him. RY ks reg 
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